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EX AM I NATION 
or rus Ale. | 

Lord Biſhop of Lox pox's D1scourses 44 N 

+ CONCERNING | 
The Uſe and Intent of PRO HRC. i} 


wires lf 
Some curſory Animadverſions on his late AppRENDIx, 


or ADDITIONAL DISSERTATION, 


Containing a farther Inquiry into the Moſaic 
Account of the FALL, 


IN WHICH 
Theſe following Points are chiefly explaned and affirmed. 


I. That the uſe of Prophecy, as it was taught and practiſed by 
Chriſt, His Apoſtles, and Evangelifts, was drawn intirely from fingle 
and ſeparate ions, gathered by them from the books of the 

+ Law and the Prophets, and applied, independently on each other, to the 
ſeveral acts and circumſtances of the Life of Jeſus, as ſo many diſtinct 
proofs of his Divine Miffion, And conſequently, that His Lordſhip's 
pretended chain of Antediluvian Prophecies, is nothing elſe, but a fan- 
cifull conceit, which has no connection at all with the evidences of the 
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Goſpel. 
II. That the Biſhop's expoſition of his text is forced, unnataral, and 
inconſiſtent with the ſenſe of St. Peter, from whoſe Epiſtle it is 
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taken. 
III. That the Hiſtorical Interpretation, which He gives to the Account of 
the Fall, is abſurd and contradiftory to reaſon : and that the ſaid ac- 
count cannot be confidered, under any other character, than that of ' 
Allegory, Apologue, or Moral Fable. 
IV. That the Oracles of the Heathen World, which His Lordſhip declares 
to have been given out by the Devil, in the form of a Serpent, were 
all impoſtures, wholly managed by human craft, without any ſuperna- 
tural aid, or interpoſition whatſoever. 
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EXAMINATION 
| (OF THE 
Lord [Biſhop of Lox pox's DiscouRsEs 


ON THE 
'Uſe and Intent of ProPHEcrY. 


K IHE Reader perhaps may won- 
15 der, that theſe Diſcourſes, which 
2 I am going to examine, con- 
cerning the Tie and Intent of Prophecy, 
publiſhed ſo many years ago by Dr. 
Sherlock, now Biſhop of London, and 
fiance corrected and inlarged by him 
in ſeyeral ſucceſſive editions, ſhould 
meet with a Cenſurer at laſt ſo hardy, 
as to call the merit of them into queſ- 
tion. But the truth is, I had never 
read them till very lately; or otherwiſe 
theſe animadverſions might have made 
their appearance probably much earlier. 
My omiſſion however to read them did 
not flow from any contempt either of 
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124 
the ſubject, or of the Author's capacity 
to adorn it. I knew the ſubject to be 
important; and, for that reaſon, did 
not chuſe to take my notion of it upon 
truſt: I knew His Lordſhip alſo to be 
eminently qualified, to dreſs up any 
ſubject into any foi m, which would 
beſt ſerve his own views, and was jea- 
lous of warping my judgement by ſome 
biaſs, which his authority might be 
apt to imprint: for as far as my expe- 
rience has reached, I have ever found 
authority a treacherous guide to a ſear- 
cher after truth; and theories in all 
Sciences, the chief obſtacles of real 
knowledge. F ö 
In queſtions therefore, relating to the 
evidences of the Chriſtian religion, in- 
ſtead of pay ing any regard to the con- 
fident aſſertions of angry diſputants, 
who generally come determined to ſup- 
port the particular ſyſtems, which are 
embraced by their own party: it has 
been my cuſtom, to recurr directly to 
the Scriptures, as the common ſource of 
all religious opinions to Chriſtians, jd 
. | | tne 


MM. E.G 5 HE. 24 


& — 


3-o 


1 
the ſole ſtandard, by which the truth 
of them can be tried. Thus when the 
Nature of Prophecy, conſidered as an 
evidence of the Goſpel, was made the 
ſubject of a controverſy, which gave 
birth to theſe ſame Diſcourſes, I endea- 
voured to inform , myſelf, what ſort of 
character was given to it in the New 
Teſtament, and what uſe was actually 


made of it by Chriſt himſelf and his 


Apoſtles, aa illuſtrating the divi- 


nity of his miſſion; and having ſettled 


in my mind a notion of it, agreeable to 


the teſtimonies of the — 1 writers, I 


thought it an idle curioſity and waſt of 


time, to inquire, what any modern 


9 2 had preached or written about 


it; becauſe the whole, that can be 


{re authentically concerning it's 
relation to Chriſtianity, muſt be 
learnt from thoſe, who firſt planted 


Chriſtianity, and were inſtructed by 


the Author of it, on what foundation 


it reſted, and how far the argument 
of Prophecy was uſefull to it's propa- 
gation and ſupport. gs: 

B 2 Theſe 


14 1 

' Theſe Diſcourſes therefore might 
have paſſed ſtill unregarded by me, if 
they had not been accidentally recom- 
mended to my peruſal, by a late con- 
verſation, in which they were urged in 
contradiction to ſomething advanced 
on the ſubject of Prophecy, which 1 
took to be both 1 5 and impor- 
tant. This gave me an inclination to 
review the whole queſtion, for the ſake 
either of confirming or gorrecting my 
own. notion of it; and to take theſe 
Diſcourſes at the ſame time into con- 
fideration; eſpecially, as it would free 
me from the reproach of ſlighting that 
information, which I might poſſibly re- 


cCebive from them. Upon this "taſk I 


ſoon after entered, and found this capi- 
tal work of his Lordſhip to be juſt ſuch 
as I expected; exhibiring a ſpecies of 
reaſoning peculiar to himſelf, ever ſub- 
til and refined, yet never convincing ; 
and proper rather to perplex, than to 
illuſtrate the notion of Prophecy; ; and 
to amuſe rather, than inſtruct an inqui- 
ſitive reader, 1 found much art and 


pains 


; [5s] 


pains employed, to dreſs up an imagi- 
nary ſcheme, of which I had not diſ- 
covered the leaſt trace in any of the 
four Goſpels; and in which, as far as 
I was able to judge, he ſeemed to. have 


rejected the whole evidence of Prophe- 


e Apoſtles and Evangeliſts; ; and to 
ave ſubſtituted in it's place a roman- 
tic ſyſtem, or fancifull chain of antedi- 
luvian prædictions, as the ſole ground, 
on which any ſolid argument of the 


8 as it was underſtood and applied by 


; prophetick kind could be urged in favor 


of Chriſtianity. 

This, tho' it muſt needs appear 
ſtrange i in Diſcourſes delivered from the 
pulpit, He prepares us to expect, by a 
ſhort Preface, in, which He fays— 
«© They who conſider the Prophecies 
« under the Old Teſtament, as ſo many 
“ predictions onely, independent on 
s each other, can never form a right 

« judgement, of the argument for 
ce the truth of Chriſtianity, drawn from 
& this topick, nor be able to ſatisfy 
*« themſelves, when they are confront- 
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« ed with the objections of unbelievers. 
« It is an eaſy matter, for men of lei- 
« fare and tolerable parts, to find dif- 
« ficulties in particular prædictions, and 
in the application of them made by 
writers, who lived many hundred 
years ago, and who had many anti- 
te ent books and records of the Jewiſh 
Church, from which they drew ma- 
« ny paflages, and perhaps ſome Pro- 

“ phecies, which books and records 
« we have not, to inable us to under- 
. « ſtand and to juſtify their applicati- 
r 
N N . 


cc 
cc 
cc 


What 


[1] Theſe words are tranſcribed from a Preface, pre- 
fixed to the third Edition of the Diſcourſes, which was the 
onely one, that I made uſe of, or had then ſeen. I have 
ſince learnt, that there are two later Editions, in which 
the Preface is omitted, 'tho* without any obſervable altera- 
tion in the Diſcourſes themſelves, or any reaſon given 
for that omiſſion ; which muſt needs afford matter of ſpe- 
culation to the reader. The purpoſe of the Preface was, 
to give the reader a proper notion of the ſubject of the 
Diſcourſes, and of his manner of treating it. If it was 
withdrawn therefore, on. the account of any change of 
ſentiments with regard to it, we might have expected from 
him ſome little eclairciſiment on that head, eſpecially 
ſince the Diſcourſes, to which it related, continue ſtill un- 
changed. Or if, after three ſucceflive Editions, the Pre- 
face was dropped, as being judyed at laſt to flight and tri- 

vial for a performance of ſuch importance ; that, tho' it 
would have been a good reaſon for not giving it at the firſt, 
| is 


1 


What the Biſhop here declares, re- 
lates, as he afterwards ſignifies, to the. 


caſe 


is but a paultry one for recalling it, when once given. 
We love to retain every ſcrap of a celebrated writer, in 
it's natural and original form, and after twenty years poſ- 
ſeſſion, think it an injury to be deprived of it. As His 
Lordſhip however had ſome motive undoubtedly, for taking 
a ſtep ſo unuſual, ſo the reader will naturally be gueſſing, 
what it might probably be ; and many will be apt to think 
that the paſſage, which I have cited from it, carries in it 
ſo direct a condemnation of that uſe of ſingle and ſeparate 
Prophecies, which was made by the Evangeliſts, that it 
was omitted for that very reaſon, as tending to raife ſcru- 
ples in people's minds, to the diſadvantage of His Lord- 
ſhip's ſcheme. But this offence, tho' now removed, as far 
as it was given by the Preface, remains ſtill in it's full force 
in the body of the Diſcourſes. The obvious tendency of 
which, as every one muſt ſec, is, to repreſent the weak- 
neſs of all that prophetic evidence, which the Evangeliſts 
have applied, to evince the truth of the Goſpel. 

In the concluſion of the ſame Preface, His Lordſhip 
expreſles ſome diffidence, concerning the truth or ſolidit 
of an hypotheſis, which he labors to inculcate through his 
whole fourth Diſcourſe ; vg. That the curſe denounced 
«© by God againſt the earth, for the tranſgreſſion of our firſt 
Parents, was completed and finally ceaſed at the Deluge, 
« when it's original fertility was reſtored to it, by an ex- 
« preſs covenant with Noah, according to a Prophecy of 
his Father Lamech.“ [Gen. v. 28.] Now tho' nothing 
can be more weak and irrational than this hypotheſis, yet 
when the Author propoſes it with modeſty, as a con- 
jecture, or haſty thought, not duly conſidered by him, 
our diſguſt of courſe is ſoftened, and the ſeverity of our 
criticiſm checked : but as the caſe now ſtands, when we 
ſee a moſt ridiculous conceit enforced with the greateſt 
zeal and ſeriouſneſs in an Epiſcopal Sermon, and find the 
ſole excuſe, which could be made, and which had been 
made for it, deliberately ſuppreſſed, we are provoked of 
: 'B4 courſe 
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caſe of a certain Freethinking Author, 
who had ridiculed: the Propheciesof the 
Old Teſtament, which are*cited in the 


New, as trifling and impertinent, and 


bearing no ſort of relation to the parti- 


cular caſes or perſons, to which they 


are applied: yet, in this attempt, that 
Author has not conſidered thoſe Prophe- 
cies in any other method, nor under 
any other character; than that, in 
which they were | confidered by the 
Evangelifts themſelves, who applied 
them, ingly and independently on each 
other, to this or that occaſion, as fo 
many different arguments for the gene- 
courſe to treat it with all that contempt, which it juſtly de- 
* to ay the truth, I hats never obſerved. a ſtronger. 
inſtance of the public patience and blind deference to the 
authority of a Great name, than in the caſe of theſe very 


Diſcourſes ; which, tho' in all parts greatly exceptionable, 
and furniſhing matter of offence in every page, have yet 


' paſſed through many Editions, not onely without reproof, 


but with ſome degree even of approbation. And it was 


lis experience Fir of what the world would bear, 
rdſhip reſolve to withdraw his Preface, 


hich made His 
and to treat us no longer with any ceremony ; having 
ſeen, that notwithſtanding the conſciouſneſs, which he 
had declared, of being in the wrong, the public was till 


diſpoſed. to think him in the right, and that his nonſenſe . 


would go down with them, without giving him the trou- 
ble of making an excuſe for it. 
ra 


| „ 
ral truth of the Goſpel; ſo that by 
condemning his manner of conſidering 
them, His Lordſhip condemns that of 
the Evangeliſts at the ſame time: but 
ſince the uſe, which was made of Pro- 
phecy in the New Teſtament, is the 
fole rule, by which we can form a juſt 
notion of it, or determine the propriety 
either of His Lordſhip's ſcheme, or of 
theſe Animadverſions upon it, it will 
be neceſſary in the firſt place, to draw 
out a diftin& account, of what thoſe 


facred Writers have delivered concern- 


It, 

It is affirmed then by the teſtimonies 
of all the Evangeliſts, On Jeſus him- 
ſelf conſtantly taught, that his perſon 
and character were particularly foretold 
and marked out by Moſes and all the 
later Prophets, as the Meſſiah, or that 
great Prophet, who was to come : and 
that he came accordingly, as it had 
been foretold to them, not to deſtroy 
the law and the Prophets, but to fulfill 
them [1]. Thus in an expoſtulation 


[1] Matt, v. 17. 
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[ 10 ] 

with the Jews, for their obſtinate re- 
jection of him, He exhorts them zo 
ſearch the Scriptures for the proofs of 
his character and miſſion, for in them, 
ſays he, ye think that ye have eter- 
nal life, and they are Bt which reftify 
of me. To which he immediately {ub- 
Joins, zbere is one, that accuſeth you, 
even Moles, in whom you truſt. For 
had. ye believed Moles, ye would have 
belicoed me; for he wrote of me [1]. 
When he was riſen alſo from the dead, 
and appeared to, the two. Diſciples go- 
ing to Emmaus, who ſtill doubted of 
his reſurrection, tho it had been re- 
ported to them by the women; He 
* ſaid unto them; O fools, and {low 
10 of heart to Me all that the pro- 
© phets have ſpoken: ought not Chriſt 
ec to have ſuffered, and to enter into 
<« his glory ? And, beginning at Mo- 
e ſes and all the Prophets, he expound- 
ed unto them, in all the Scriptures, 

62 the things concerning himſelf Ea). 


2 Joh. v. 39.—45. [2] Lake. xiv, 25. 
8 e Here 


1 
lere then we ſee our Lord ground- 
ing the authority of his miſſion on the 
evidence of Prophecy; and declaring 
that Moſes and the Prophets had writ- 
ten and teſtified of him, in a manner 
fo expreſs, that thoſe, who believed 
Moſes, ruſt of courſe, it they were 
conſiſtent, believe alſo in him. In 
proof of which, he appeals to the Scrip- 
tures; exhorts the Jews to ſearch 
them; and puts the trial of his vera- 
city, on the iſſue of that ſearch : and 
this, we may imagine, was the ſub- 
ject of all his diſcourſes, as oft as he 
went into the Synagogues, according 
to his conſtant cuſtom, in every place 
whither he came. The Evangeliſts 
however, tho they all agree in affirm- 
ing this, to have been his general way 
of arguing with the Jews, yet have 
recorded but a few of thoſe particular 


Prophecies, which were alledged by 


him on ſuch occaſions, as prefigura- 
tive of his character d miſſion. 


Fer inſtance; at WVazareth, the 


place of his education and ordinary re- 
ſidence, 
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Rande he applied to himſelf a Pro- 


phecy of Jaiab, in which the princi- 
pal characters, aſcribed by the Jews to 
the Meſſiah, are particularly enume- 
rated: © For upon his entrance into 
4 the Synagogue. on the Sabbath, the 
„ book of the prophet 1/aiah being 
5 put into bis hands, he opened it, 
«and found the, place, where it was 
« written; the ſpirit of the Lord is 
© upon me, becauſe he bath anointed 
4 me to preach the Goſpel to the poor; 
& he hath ſent me to heal the broken- 
« hearted ; to preach deliverance to 
« the Captives, and recovering of ſight 
eto the blind; and to ſet at liberty 
them, that are bruiſed; to preach 
te the acceptable year of the Lord — 
6 He then cloſed the book, and gave 
„it again to the Miniſter, and fat 
e down; and, all the eyes of the Sy- 
* nagogue being faſtened upon him, 
ehe began to ſay unto them, bit day 
« ir this Scripture fulfilled in your 


" ** ears. On which he preached to 


them in ſuch. an affecting manner, 
'2 „e that 


[133 | 
e that they all bare him witneſs, and 
« wondered at the 'gracious words, 
* whichproceded out of his mouth} 1]. 
In another place alſo, ſpeaking to the 
multitude concerning the character of 
Fobn the Baptiſt, he affirms him to be 
the forerunner, ſent by God to diſpoſe 
the world for the reception of his Goſ- 
el, telling them, This zs he, of whom 
it is written, behold J fend my meſſenger 
before thy face, which ſhall prepare thy 
way before thee [2]. In one of his Ser- 
mons alſo to the unbelieving Jews, He 
declares himſelf, to be denoted by that 
corner. tone, of which the Pſalmiſt pro- 
phetically ſays, The one, which the 
Builders rejected, the ſame is become the 
head of the corner [3]. On another 
occaſion, where he was foretelling to 
His Diſciples the treachery, of Judas, 
he ſignifies it, to have been permitted, 


that the Scripture might be fulfilled, 


"where it is ſaid, He that eutetb bread 
"With me, liftetb up his hel ®aguinff 


8 Luc. iv. 16. [2] Matt. xi. 10. Luc. vii. 27. 
+ 3] Luk. XX. 17. I 
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me 1]. And when he was intimating 
to them the' approach of his death and 
the manner of it, he applies the words 
of 1/aiah, as then ready to be fulfilled 
in him, ſaying; that tbis, which is 
written, muſt yet Be accompliſbed in me; 
And be was reckoned among the tranſ- 
greſſors; for the things concerning me 
have an end [2]. There are two or 
three inſtances more, where he affirms 
the words of 1/aiah, and of the Pſal- 
miſt, to be fullfilled, by the infidelity of 
the ſews, who would not receive him 
upon the teſtimony of their own Pro- 
phets. In them, ſays he, ig fullfilled 
the prophecy of Ifaias, which ſaith ; by 
hearing ye ſhall hear and ſhall not un- 
der ſtand, and ſeein Je Fac ſee and 
Gall ngt perceive L3J. Again; when 
he way trayed by Judas into the 
hands of thoſe ** came to ſeize him, 
Peter having drawn his ſword, and 
wounded one of the company, Zefrs 
reproved him, by. ſaying; Put up 
* thy f'vord—thinkeſ} thou, that 1 


68] Jo. xiii. x, 8 [2] Luk. xxii 37 [3] Matt xii 14. 
| 2 * can- 


15 ] 
cannot now pray to my Father, and 
« he ſhall preſently give me more than 
ce twelve legions of Angels? but how 
t then ſhall the Scriptures be fullfilled, 
that thus it muſt be? to which he 
preſently adds, © but all this was done, 
te that the Scriptures of the Prophets 
„ might be ſullfilled [1], plainly ſig- 
nifying, that there was not any circum- 
ſtance of his life, which had not been 


foretold in ſuch a manner, that the 


accompliſhment of it, by its conformi- 


ty with the prediction, might anſwer 
the purpoſe intended by God of de- 


monſtrating the r of his cha- 


racter. 


Laſtly; after his reſurrection, having 
- ſpent forty days ſtill on earth, in con- 
firming and inſtructing his Apoſtles, in 


things pertaining to the Kingdom of 


God, and being juſt ready to aſcend in- 
to heaven, and now giving them his 
laſt inſtructions, He ſaid unto them; 
© Theſe are the words, which I ſpake 


[1] Matt. 26, xxvi. 5 
5 © unto 
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1 16 7 | 

et unto you, while I was yet with-you, 
ee that all things muſt be fulfilled, 

Which were — in the Law of 

„ Moſes, and in tbe Prophets, and in 
the Pſalms concerning me. Then 
opened he their underſtandings, that 
they might underſtand the Scri- 
e ptures; and ſaid unto them, thus it 
js ritten, and thus it behoved Chriſt 
to ſuffer, and to riſe from the dead 
the third day; and that repentance 


| Land remiſſion of fins ſhould be 


©, preached in his name among 5 _ 


tions, beginning at 24 3 
ye ate witneſſes of theſe things 124 4 


Theſe inſtances of the uſe of 'Pro- 
phecy, as it was applied by Fe/us him- 
Tas. ſufficiently ſhew, that the antient 
- Prophecies were conſidered by him ſin- 
1 and independently, as ſo many di- 
- ftin& arguments, for the truth of his 

miſſion; and conſequently, that thoſe, 
who conſider them in the fame light, 

95 . in n to what his 


(1) Lak: xxiv. 44. 


Lordſhip 


! 
Lordſhip aſſerts, form a right judge- 
ment of this argument, and make a 
right uſe of it in favor of Chriſtianity, 
notwithſtanding all the objections, with 
which it may be confronted by Unbe- 
lie vers. 

But if any doubt remain ſtill on this 
point, it will be abundantly cleared up 
by the practice of the Apoſtles and = 
Evangeliſts, and by- the uſe, which | 

they made of Prophecy, after they had 
been fully inſtructed andinlightened up- 
on it, as well by. the example, as the 
repeated. leſſons of their Maſter to the | 
laſt moment of his continuance on | | 
earth. The Evangeliſts wrote their il 
ſeveral Goſpels for the fake of tranſ- 1 
mitting to all poſterity the genuine 
evidences, on which the authority of 
the Chriſtian doctrine was founded; g 8 
among theſe, the argument drawa: 4 
from Prophecy appears to have been 1 
applied by them, as the moſt effectual 
and convincing to the Jews, to whom 
alone the Goſpel was preached by Chriſt 
himſelf, and in the firſt place after | N 
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1 
wards by his Apoſtles ; and of whom 
the firſt Chriſtian Church was intirely 
compoſed. But their notion of Pro- 
ecy, conſidered as a proof of the 


Goſpel, was not drawn from any ſcheme 


of it, deduced from Adam, and the 
Antediluvian World; nor do they re- 
fer us, for the evidences of our faith, 
to I know not what Prophecies of E- 
noch, or Noah; but t Moſes and the 
Prophets, whoſe writings were in every 
body's hands, and of an pa al- 
lowed and indiſputable. 

After the example of their Maſter, 
they begin with Moſes, as the firft Pro- 
phet, who ſpeaks at all of Chriſt, nor 
ever appeal S any other Prophecics, as 

applicable to Chriſt, but what were ex- 
preſsly found in the lau, and the later 


Prophets. Thus Philip, as ſoon as he 


became a follower of Chriſt, meeting 


with Warbanael, ſaith unto * ; We 


have found him, of whom Moſes in the 


Law, and the Prophets did write, Fe- 


= of Nazareth zhe ſon of Journ 119 


Fr). John i i. 48. 
Ad 
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[ 19 ] 
And as by the evidence of theſe the Jews 


had been previouſly taught to expect a 
Meſſiah, out of the family of David, 


who was to publiſh a new law of 
righteouſneſs, more perfect than that of 
Moſes, ſo the evangeliſts made it their 
buſineſs to ſhew, "Bf the ſame wri- 
tings, that he Meſſiub, whom they had 
been looking for, was no other than 
that ſame Thus whom they had cru- 
cited. With this view, they collected 


from every part of the Old Teſtament. 


all the ſeveral Prophecies, relating to 
the Meſſiah, and applied them ſepa- 
rately to each uct or eircumſtance of the 
life of Jeſus, to which they thought 
them applicable, and by which they 
declare haſh to be fullfilled. 

St. Matthew eſpecially, who pub- 
liſhed his Goſpel the firſt, and in the 
Hebrew tongue, for the particular in- 
formation of the Jews, ſeems to have 
been more diligent than the reſt, in 
collecting theſe prophetic teſtimonies, 
and applying them ſeverally on all oc- 
cakions as ſo many diſtinct proofs of 
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the miſſion of Jeſus. There is ſcarce 

a ſingle occurrence, which ever ha 
pened to Chriſt, but what he declares 
to have been befors told by ſome Pro- 
pPhbet, and fullfilled by a correſpondent 
event. The conception of him by 
« a Virgin; his birth at Bethlebem; 

& the conveyance of him into gur 
“ and reconveyance into Judea; his 
« dwelling at Nazareth; his removal 
«© to Capernuum; his cure of diſeaſes ; 
< his cuſtom of teaching by parables 
« his riding into Jeruſalem upon an 
« aſs; his being betrayed . by Ju- 
« das; ſold for thirty pieces of ſilver; 


cc 


© the 'parting of his garments, and 
“ caſting lots for them; his cruci- 


« fixion; with the particular circum- 

ſtances accompanying it; the Thieves 

. who ſuffered with him; the vine- 
* gar given him to drink; the wound 
% made in his ſide; the omiſſion 
“ of breaking his bones; his reſur- 

- © rection and aſcenſion, are all af- 3 
© firmed to have been ſo ordered and N 
0 eee, os the ſpecial counſil of | 
2 | “God, 


(c 
4 


[ 21 ] 
« God, that the Scriptures of the 
« Prophets might be fullfilled by 
« them|1]. 

All the other Evangeliſts purſue the 
15 method, of applying the antient 
Prophecies ſingly, and independently 
on each other, as ſo many arguments 
for the divine authority of the Goſpel: 
and it muſt ſurely be allowed, that 
any ſingle Prophecy, delivered for that 
purpoſe, and literally fullfilled, is a 
ſtrong proof of it, tho we had reaſon 
even to neglect the reſt, as uncertain 
and precarious. But according to the 
aſſertion of this eminent Prelate, the 
argument drawn from Prophecies, con- 
hidered ſingly and independently, (as 
they were in fact conſidered by the 
Evangeliſts,) can neither ſatisfy any 
body, nor bear to be confronted with 
the objections of unbelievers: and on 
this principle his ſix Diſcourſes are ma- 
nifeſtly grounded. For when that Free- 
thinking Author undertook to ſhew, 
that the prophetic teſtimonies, which 


[1] Matt. i. 23: it. 5; 153 23: iv. 14, &c. 
3 are 


T% 


are applied by the Evangeliſts, to evince 
the truth of the Goſpel, are in reality 
no proofs at all, he plainly gives up 


thoſe teſtimonies, as incapable of be- 
ing juſtified ; and amuſes us with Pro- 
phecies, as old as the world itſelf; de- 


duced from our firſt parent Alam; af- 


firming this to be the onely notion of 


Prophecy, which can ſupply any fa- 
tisfactory argument for the truth of 
Chriſtianity. _ 

He adds indeed one good reaſon, 
for his preference of this comprehen- 
five ſcheme, in a, controverſy with un- 
believers, to that narrow way, which 
the Evangeliſts choſe, of appealing to 
fiogle predictions, © becauſe it is an 


« eaſy matter, he ſays, for men of 


& leiſure and tolerable parts, to find 
« difficulties in particular predictions, 
and in the application of them — but 
« not ſo eaſy, to ſhew, that a chain of 


« Prophecies, ' reaching through ſeveral 


« thouſand years, delivered at different 
« times, yet manifeſtly ſubſervient to 


« one and the fame end, is the effect of 


& art 


/ 
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L 23 ] 
art and contrivance.” By this way 
then of conſidering Prophecy, he has 
put the labouring oar upon his adverſa- 
ry, which in the other way of conſi- 
dering it, muſt have been thrown upon 
himſelf : but whatever eaſe it may give 
to His Lordſhip in this particular diſ- 
pute, to conſider Prophecy in ſo ex- 
tenſive a view, yet, with regard to the 
ſervice of Chriſtianity, I cannot ſee the 
leaſt difference or advantage in his 
ſcheme, except in the greater length of 
his prophetic chain, than of that, which 
the Evangeliſts made uſe of: for the 
Prophecies, as they are applied ſingly in 
the Goſpels, are all of them ſubſer- 
vient to one and the ſame purpoſe of 
Providence, as well as in his hypothe- 
ſis; but the Evangelical chain, which 
begins with Moſes, reaches onely 
through ſeveral hundred years; where- 
as his chain, which begins with Adam, 
reaches through ſeveral thouſand. Yet 
this extenſion of it into the antediluvian 
ages can ſerve no other end, but to en- 
velope a plain queſtion of fact in clouds 
C 4 and 


/ 


L 241 | 
and myſtery ; ; which may afford more 
| ground indeed for a fancyfull genius, to 

build it's airy caſtles upon, but none at 
all on which we can raiſe any ſolid or 
ſatisfactory argument. 
But whatever view HisLordſhip had, 
in recurring to this expedient, it is cer- 
tain, that there was no occaſion to de- 
ſert that foundation, which the Evan- 
geliſts had laid, and to take refuge in 
a precarious Syſtem, calculated rather 
to create {cruples, than to cure them. 
For ſhould we allow, what He 1 
ſelf plainly intimates, that the 
eular Prophecies, as they are glied 
by the Evangeliſts in their ſeveral Goſ- 


pels, are clogged with very great diffi- 
culties by that Freethinking Author, 
there is a ſolution of them, obvious and 


natural, ſupplied by the caſe itſelf, 


which, tho not agrecable perhaps to 


the principles of ſyſtematic or political 
Divines, cannot poſſibly hurt the au- 
thorit of the Goſpel, becauſe it is 
grounded on facts, expreſsly delivered 
by the Goſſ * But ths perhaps I may 


take 


[ 25 ] 8 
take occaſion to explane hereafter in a 
particular treatiſe, and ſhall now pro- 
cede, to lay my preſent remarks before 
the reader, in the ſame order, in which 
His Lordſhip's arguments, to which 
they ſeverally relate, are ranged by 
him in his Diſcourſes. 18 
The Text, which he has choſen for 
the common ſubject, and foundation o 
all theſe Diſcourſes, is; 


2 Epiſt. of Pet. c. i. 19. 
We have allo a more ſure. word 0 


Prophecy, whereunto ye do well, that 
ye take heed, as unto a light, that ſhi- 
neth in a dark place, until the day 


dawn, and the day-flar ariſe in your 


hearts. NT 
The firſt obſervation, which His 


| Lordſhip makes upon this text, is, that 


«* a compariſon is evidently formed in 
it, between the word of Prophecy, 
and ſome other thing before men- 
tioned: and in order to ſhew, what 
the thing is, with which Prophecy 
is here compared, he refers us to the 

\ cc three 


FA 
cc 
0 


- 


TS 3 
. fine verſes, which immediately pre- 
cc cede; * | 
Ver. 16. For we have. not followed 
cunningly deviſed fables, when we made 
unto you the power and coming of 
aur Lord Feſus Chriſt, but were eye- 
witneſſes of his Majeſty. 
Ver. 17. For He receiv'd 3 God 
the Father Sh and glory, when there 
came ſuch a voice to Him from the excel- 
lent glory, This is my beloved Son, in 


©, whom I am well pleaſed. 


Ver. 18. And this voice, which came 
from heaven, we heard, when we were 
with him in the holy Mount. | 

Ver. 19. We have alſo, & 


From this whok paſſage, « we may 
ce ſee, ſays he, on n what foundation the 
6 en of thoſe writers - ſtands, 
« who aſſert ; that the evidence, which 


« Chriſtians 5 80 from Prophecy, for 


«© the certainty of their hopes, is greater 
« and ſurer, than the evidence, which 
&« they have from the preaching of the 
he Apes, who were eye-witnefles 
« and 


mm ——_ eo£_ _ XxX% 4AM 1 _—Y a My £7 


. 
e and ear - witneſſes of what they report, 
& concerning the majeſty of Chriſt: 
« or in the words of a late Author, 


0 


that Prophecy is a ſtronger argu- 
« ment than a miracle, which de- 
% pends upon external evidence and 
ce teſtimony | 1 ].” 

Now the confutation of this infe- 
rence, as it was deduced by that Au- 
thor from this text, being the Subject 
of the Biſhop's two firſt Diſcourſes, it 
will be . to give the reader a 
diſtinct notion of the point in contro- 
verſy between them, that he may form 
the clearer judgement of his Lordſhip's 


reaſoning upon it: for which ne | 


I ſhall draw out that Author's opinion, 
as it is ſtated in his own -words, of 
which, for certain reaſons, this learned 


Prelate has given us onely a ſmall part; 
and ſhall confront it with the Biſhop's 


ſenſe of the text, as it is bo ils 
by himſelf. 

| That Author then, in che alllge of 

his book, to which we ate referred, 


[1] Page 2, 3. 
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having 


— 
Lad 
_— — — 


7 [28] | 
having ſhewn, how Jeſus and his 
_ Apoſtles grounded Chriſtianity on 
proofs, drawn from the Prophecies of 
the Old Teſtament and applied by 
them in the New, immediately adds; 
And it is. ſtrongly and invincibly 
ce eſtabliſhed on thoſe foundations: be- 
«cauſe a proof drawn” from an in- 
'. Nh pired book is perſectly concluſive; 
& and Prophecies delivered in an inſpi- 
© red book are, when fullfilled, ſuch, 
te as may be juſtly deemed ſure and hs. 
©. monſtrative proofs, and which Peter 
* prefers, as an argument, to the mi- 
&« raculous atteſtation, whereof he 


. himſelf, and two other Apoſtles 


& were witneſſes, given by God him- 


. 


6 ſelf to the miſſion of Jeſus Chriſt. 
4 His argument ſeems as follows; ; lay- 
ing this foundation, that Prophecy 

e procedes from the Holy Ghoſt, it is 
a ſtronger argument than a miracle, 


which depends upon external evi- 
dence and teſtimony | 1. j” 


cc 


i] See the Grounds and Reaſons of the Chriſtian Re- 
Kgion v p. 27. 


As 


[ 29 ] 
As far as theſe words go, there is 


certainly nothing in them, but what 
a fincere advocate of the Goſpel might 


freely allow and | join iſſue upon; but 


they came from an enemy, who had 
a crafty view in extolling the credit of 
Prophecy, in order to depreſs it after- 
wards the more effectually: and this 
was the ground of his Lordſhip's reſo- 
lution to confute, or, at all events, to 
contradict them: which laſt part he 
has performed with great ſpirit, but 
how far he has ſucceded in the firſt, 
will be ſeen in the following remarks. 
In the mean while, His Lordſhip's 
expoſition. of the text is this; © that 
the word of Prophecy is compared 
«. indeed and preferred here by St. 
% Peter to the evidence of that heaven- 
56 ly voice, which he himſelf had heard 
“ 'in the Mount, yet not, as that Free- 


thinking Author imagines ; on the 


« account of its being a ſurer proof, 
or better argument for the general 
« truth of the Goſpel, but onely for 


the particular article of Chriſts com- 
2 * 11g 


[zo] 
« ing again in glory, to which caſe 
« alone the compariſon relates; for 
« with regard to the truth of the Goſ- 
te pel, Peter is ſo far from ſpeaking of 
Prophecy in this place, as the beſt 
“ evidence, that he pc ſpeaks 
of it as not the beſt [i].“ 

Having ſet forth theſe do oppoſite 
interpretations of the text, I ſhall pro- 
cede to examine the forte arguments 
by which the Biſhop attempts, in the 


_ firſt place, to confute his Adverſary's 


ſenſe; and in the ſecond, to eſtabliſh 
3 own,  - 

He begins'by an appeal to authority, 
| and declares; zhat the Authors expoſi- 
tion is rejectea, as 1. as be ſees, by all 
Interpreters {2}. This indeed is hat: 
prizing; for in the very paſſage to 
which he refers us, his Adverſary has 
cited two Interpreters, as agreeing with 
him directly in the ſame expoſition, Mr. 
Whifton and Dr. #/hitby : the laſt of 


whom expreſsly ſays, @ che word of 


[x] See Diſc. p. 18, 19, 20, Ge Lal Ib. p. 3. 
3 o 
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“ Prophecy is called by St. Peter more 
e ſure, than the teſtimony of what he 
ge had heard in the Mount: which was 
<« not ſo certain and convincing to the 
e Jews, as the Record of their own 
& Prophets: whence the Apoſtles, 
“ both in diſputing with unbelieving 
“ Jews, and writing to the believers, 
te among them, confirm their doctrines 
“ from the writings of the Old Teſta- 

« ment [I.“ In the collection alſo of 
the ſacred Critics, he might have ſeen St. 
Auſtin, as he is cited by Era/mus, in- 
terpreting this text in the ſame man- 
ner ; that the word of Prophecy is call- 
ed by St. Peter more ſure, not more true, 
than the miraculous atteſtation in the 
Mount ; becauſe cavillers might aſcribe 
a voice delivered from heaven to Magi- 
cal arts, which they could not do, in the 
caſe of Prophecy [2]. Caſtalio allo in- 
terprets theſe words, more ſure, as they 
are applied here to Prophecy, to figni- 
fy ; more eſfectual to perſuade and draw 


[1] See His Comment. on the Text. 
[2] Vid Crit. Sacr. in loc. 


A 


men 


e 
men. to Chriſt, And Grotius para- 
phraſes the ſame words, as if the Apoſ- 


tle had ſaid ; The word. of . Prophecy, | 


bad always great Authority with us, 
but now a much greater, after we have 


ſeen the events correſpond /o aptly with 


the prædictions, concerning the Meſ- 


fab [x]. An able Advocate alſo of 


our Church in the Popiſh controverſy, 
touching upon this very queſtion, ob- 
ſerves, that our Saviour appeals more to 
the Scriptures of the Old Teſtament, 


for the truth of his miſſion, than to 


his miracles ; and that it is the teſti- 
mony of the Scriptures, into which the 
teſtimony of his miracles muſt be re- 


folved. And this he confirms by the 
authority of the text now before us, in 


which St. Peter prefers the teſtimony 


of the Scriptu res to that miraculous at- 


teſtation given to Jeſus in the Mount, 


of which he himſelf was a witneſs— 
& The Old Teſtament, fays he, 1s 
00 here called 4 word of Prophecy, be 


= Ibid. 
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e cauſe the great buſineſs of thoſe books 


«© was, to prepare mankind for the recep- 
«tion of Chriſt by all ſorts of predicti- 
& ons. And now that Chriſt was 
&« come, if there remained any dark- 
&« neſs or doubting in their minds, who 
e had ſeen and known other teſtimo- 
s nieg given to Jeſus, they were to 


«© take heed to the word of Prophecy, 


sand diligently obſerve the correſpon- 


« dence of the event with the pre- 
« diction of all things foretold con- 
« cerning Chriſt; in doing ' which, 
« their doubts would by degrees vaniſh, 
« and at laſt they would grow to a 


« clear and ſtrong perſuaſion. St. Pe- 


ter therefore calls the word of Pro- 
ce phecy, a more ſure word, becauſe 
« it is the beſt means to make us 
© ſure [1]. | 

Now all theſe Expoſitors, with ma- 


ny more, whom I might eaſily collect, 


680 See a Pamphlet in the Popiſh controverſy printed 
I 


7. in Quarto, called, The School of the Euchariſt, pub- 
liſhed upon the miraculays reſpect, &c. ſuppoſed to be writ- 
ten by Dr. Cradeck. Pref. p. xiii, xiv. 
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[ 34 ] 
manifeſtly confirm this interpretation 
of the text, which the Biſhop is labor- 
ing to confute, and take 4 word of 
Prophecy to be propoſed here by St. 
Peter, as a ſurer argument for the Me/- 
falſbip of Cbhriſt, than the miraculous 


atteſtation of it in the Mount. And 
ſome of the reſt, while they prefer a 
different ſenſe, yet mention this ſtill as 
a probable one, which none of them 
expreſsly condemn, tho His Lordſhip 
afhirms it to be rejected, as far as. k 
ſees, by them all: =" tho no body 
perhaps will call in queſtion the ſharp- 
neſs of his ſight, yet from this in- 
ſtance, as well as many others, which 
L might collect, one would be' apt. to 
ſuſpect, that His Lordſhip never chuſes 
to ſee more of any ſubject, than what 
may ſerve that particular hypotheſis, 
which he comes prepared to ſupport. 
He next declares his Adverſary's ex- 
poſition, 20 be contradictory not onely to 
zhe ſenſe of mankind, but jnconſiſtent al- 


fo with itſelf and ww places of Scrip- 
| ure [I. 


o 


L 35 ] 
ture IJ. Where, tho we might ex- 
pet to have been informed, whence it 
is, that he has collected the ſenſe of 
mankind on this ſubject, he has not 
favored us with the leaſt proof or ex- 
ample of it in any age or countr 
whatſoever. He forgot ſurely, that he 
was now diſcourſing from the Prefs, 
and not from the Pulpit: for tho' Ihe 
dixits may carry authority with them, 
where no body can contradict, yet 
will never paſs for arguments, 
where ſpeech and debate are free. 
He procedes however to prove the 


Author's expoſition to be inconſiſtent 


with itſelf, and ſays; © let any man 
« confider, and he will find, that the 
« preateſt proof, which. a Prophet can 
give for the authority of his miſſioh 
is the power of working miracles, and 
«© how then can the evidence of Pro- 
„ phecy rife higher than the evidence 


e of miracles, on which it ultimately de- 


ce pends for all it's own authority | 2] ?” 


[1] Di c. p. 3, 4 [2] Diſc. p. 4. 
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[36] 
This he illuſtrates by two examples 
from Scripture: © firſt of Gideon, who 
being commanded by an Angel, in 
te the name of God, to go and ſave 


« Iſrael from the hand of the Midia- 


« gites, with an aſſurance of ſucceſs, 
would not believe the Prophecy, tho 
« delivered by an Angel, till he had 
ce received two or three Miracles in con- 
ce firmation of it [ 1 1 57 Here he pre- 
ſently aſks with an air of triumph: 
What think you now ? The Prophe- 
of the Angel, e 
“ Prophecy before, as after the Mi- 
c racle : but was it a more ſure word 
| © before, than after? if ſo, why was a 
_« fign deſired ? why granted? Does 
« God work miracles. to humour men 
in their folly, or to confirm their 
« faith ? If to confirm our faith, then 
t“ our faith in the Prophecies depends 
on the authority of Miracles ſince 
ec the ſtream can never riſe above the 


6 ſpring head [2].” 


u (3) Des. 


He 


OY Cd kn s a 
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He next takes an higher inſtance, of 
Moſes, © the greateſt Prophet of the 
« law, to whom God ſpake face to 
ce face, and whom he commiſſioned to 


cc deliver the children of Iſrael out of 


c ZZgypt ; which was ſufficient to make 
« him a Prophet. But what ſays Mo- 
« ſes? Behold they will not believe 
« me, nor hearken to my voice, for 


they will ſay, the Lord hath not 
te appeared. unto thee.” And here a- 


gain he aſks; © Was this a fooliſh com- 


« plaint in Moſes? if it was, how 
e came God to liſten to it, and give 
& him a power to work Miracles in 
confirmation of his Prophecy? Does 
ce not this ſhew, that miracles are the 
“ Prophet's greateſt authority and con- 
« firmation | 1 | ?”. 
But to paſs over theſe fallies of his 
eloquence, and examine the force of 
his reaſoning. Every confidering man, 
he ſays, will find the authority of pro- 


Pbecy, to depend ultimately on the au- 


(1] Ib. 5, 6, 
D 3 thority 


[38] 
tharity of miracles : but let a man con- 
ſider, as long as he pleaſes, he will never 
find it from theſe inſtances, to which 
he refers us. Gideon and Moſes ; aſto- 


niſhed by a wonderfull apparition and 


prophetic meſſage from heaven, and 
under that aſtoniſhment ſuſpecting that 
what they ſaw and heard might be no- 
thing elſe but an illuſion, and Tthe effect 
af a — and diſturbed imagination, 
demanded a more deliberate and familiar 

proof of it's reality: all which is utter- 
- forein to the point in queſtion ; and 
of no force at all towards determiniog 
the proper evidence of Prophecy. Nay, 
ſhould we grant them even the whole, 
which he infers from it, that a Pro- 
phecy delivered by an authority pre- 
tending to be divine, cannot find cre- 
dit, unleſs it be confirmed by miracles, 
yet this is nothing to his purpoſe, nor 
will add the leaſt advantage to his ſide 
of the argument. 

All, who maintain, the ſuperior evi- 
dence. of Prophecy, mean it onely of 


Prophecy, actually fullfilled, and car- 
rying 


[ 39 ] 

rying with it the demonſtration of it's 
truth, in the correſpondency of the 
event with the prediction ; it is in this 
ſenſe alone, in which the Author whom 
he is confuting, expreſsly ſpeaks of it: 
his words are; Propbecies, delivered in 
an inſpired book, when fullfilled, may 
juſtly be deemed ſure and demonſtrative 
proofs, and a fironger argument than a 
miracle. It is this alone, which the 
nature of the ſubje& required him to 
confute, and what he had undertaken 
to confufe; but inftead of this, he 
changes the quzftion upon us, and 
when we were expecting reaſons, why 
Prophecy fullfilled could not be fo 
ſtrong a proof as a miracle, all that he 
attempts to ſhew is, that Prophecy not 
yet fullfilled nor even believed, wants 
the help of a miracle, to give it credit. 
Which, as it is here applied to the con- 
futation of that Author, is wholly fal- 
lacious and ſophiſtical, without Acer 

force or ſenſe in it. 
The ſame ſort of fallacy denn to run 
through all his Diſcourſes ; in which he 
| D 4 treats 


: I. 40 

treats Pro phecy in a looſe and indeter- 
minate ſenſe, and ſpeaks of it indiffe- 
rently, as carrying the ſame evidence 
with it, whether it be fullfilled or not 
fullfilled. Whereas a bare Prophecy 
delivered as the proof of a divine cha- 
racter in any — a or doctrine, is in- 
capable of any perſuaſive force, or of 
giving any ſort of conviction, untill it 
be accomplithed ; the completion of it 
being the ſole teſt, by which it's vera- 

city can be determined. The event 
 Jikewiſe, foretold by it, muſt be of a 
kind, which neither human prudence 
could foreſee, nor human power pro- 
duce; for other wiſe it could not give 
any aſſurance of a divine interpoſiti- 
on; ſince it might have been — 
hows by i means, and foreſeen 
Ce; or luckily gueſſed by men of 
ſuperior penetration. Thus the Ora- 
cles of the Heathen world were ſup- 
ported by the managers of them: who 
being expert in all the arts of a crafty 
and conjeQural ſagacity, gave out ſuch 
anſwers, as they thought the man pro- 
bable, 


[4] 
bable, and truſted the accompliſhment 


of them to the fortuitous concurrence 
of natural cauſes ; which, in an infi- 


nite variety of predictions, could not 
fail of happening to ſome : whence it 


became a proverbial ſaying among the 


Greeks, that He was the beſt prophet, 
who could make the beſt gueſs | 1]. 

It is certain however, that a Prophe- 
cy literally fullfilled, is of itſelf, with- 
out external aid, as clear a proof of it's 
own divinity, as any miracle can be : 
tho' while the event is ſtill in futurity, 
the authority of the Prophet may rea- 
ſonably be called in queſtion ; unleſs he 
can ſhew ſome preſent ſign, or divine 
credential of his miſſion ; which ſeems 
to have been always expected from the 
Jewiſh Prophets, and always perform- 
ed by them. Yet miracles were not 


the uſual fign of the prophetic cha- 


rater, but generally reſerved to ſeal the 
miſſion of thoſe, who were ſent to in- 


[1] Eſt quidam Grzciis vulgaris in hane ſententiam verſus, 
- Bene qui conjiciet, Vatem hunc perhibeto opti- 
mum. Cic. de Divin. 2. v. 
Mails y dg, 51s hinatu nano. 


troduce 


1 42 ] 
troduce a new way of worſhip, and 
were not granted therefore, as the 
learned obſerve, or in no large mea- 
ſure atleaſt, to any other, than to Mo- 
ſes, the deliverer of the Law ; to Elijah 
and Eliſba the reſtorers; and above all 
to Jeſus, the Fulläller of it; and to 
his Di ſciples -2; ee the preachers 
Among all the biber Projibets; the 
common and ordinary fign of their di- 
vine authority was, the apparent ac- 
compliſhment of every word, which they 
pale in . of | the Lord; as 4 
was appointed by God himſelf ; and is 
thus related by Moſes. 
The Prophet, which ſhall ſme 
ce to, ſpeak a word in my name, which 
« ] have not commanded him to ſpeak, 
e or. that ſhall ſpeak in the name of 
« other Gods, even that Prophet ſhall 
4 die. And if thou ſay in thine heart, 
% how ſhall we know nA word, en 
« the Lord hath not ſpoken hen a 


09 Fee Spencer on Vulga Prophecies, c. iv. p. 60. 
| Prophet 


* 


r A Latos wanton 


[ 43 ] 
« Prophet ſpeaketh in the name of the 
&« Lord, if the thing follow not, nor 
<« come to pals, 3 is the thing, which 
« the Lord hath not ſpoken, but the 
« Prophet hath ſpoken it preſumptu- 
« ouſly [x]. We find however, ſe- 
great events and revolutions fore- 
told by all the Prophets, the truth of 
which could not poſſibly be known to 
the generation . —— becauſe they 
were not to take place till after a ſucceſ- 
ſion of many ages: but the ſame Pro- 
phets, as we read of ſome, and may 
ſuppoſe therefore of all, had given in 
the mean while the uſual proofs of their 
miſſion, by many —— predictions 
which were fullfilled perhaps immedi - 
ately, or within a few days, or months; 
or elſe by declaring the ſecret thoughts 


of men; or things tranſacted in diſtant 


places, aod with ſuch circumſtances, 
as no human wiſdom could poſſibly 


| [1] Deut. xviii. 20, Ge. 
Thus 
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Thus it is ſaid of Sammel, that all 
Ifrael knew bim to be an eftabliſhed Pro- 
phet of the Lord, becauſe hone of his 
words fell to the ground | x |." And Saul, 
as we read, went to- conſult him, how 
he might find his Father's Aſſes, be- 
Cauſe he was an honourable man, and all 
that be ſaid came ſurely to paſs | 2]. 
It is written alſo of Eliſta, that he had 

ften given warning to the King of 11- 
205 * zhe fret counſels 5 his 
enemy, the King of Syria, had projet- 
ed againſt him : and that he could tell, 
whatſoever that Syrian King had ſpo- 
ken in his bed rbumber | |. Agreeably 
to all which, Feremiah, reproving the 
falſe Prophet, Hananiab, who was 
deluding the people by predictions of 
peace and reſtoration from Babylon, 
ſaid to him; © Hear now this word, 
«-which I ſpeak in thine ears, and the 
«ears of all the people. The Pro- 


te phets, that have been before me, and 
© before thee of old, propheſied both 


[1] x Sam. iii. 19, 20. [2] Ib. xix. 6. 
13} 2 Kings vi. 8, 12. 


« againſt 


[+4] 
© againſt many countries, and great 
Kingdoms, of war, and of evil, and 
ce of peſtilence. The Prophet, which 
t propheſicth peace, when the word of 
« the Prophet ſhall come to paſs, then 
&« ſhall the Prophet be known, that the 
« Lord hath truly ſenthim” And when 
Hananiah perſiſted ſtill, to alledge the 
name of God for the truth of what he 
ſpake, Feremiab again ſaid to him, 
« Hear now, Hananiah, the Lord hath 
© not ſent thee, but thou makeſt the 
« people to truſt in a lie. Therefore 
ec thus ſaith the Lord, behold, I will 
« caſt thee off from the face of the 
« earth; this year thou ſhalt die: be- 
«cauſe thou haſt taught rebellion a- 
« oainſt the Lord. So Hananiah the 
Prophet died the ſame year, in the 
« ſeventh month | 1 ].” And as this was 
the eſtabliſhed credential of the pro- 
phetic character under the Old Teſta- 
ment, ſo our Savior applied it to the 
ſame purpoſe in the New, as the ſure 
[) Jerem. xxvili, 7, 16, 17. 


teſti- 


14 f 
nay of his divine miſſion. For 
after he had foretold to his diſciples, 
chat Fudar would betray him, he pre- 


ſently adds, now I tell you this, be- 
fore it come, "that when” it is come to 
paſs, ye may believe that T am He [1]. 
And on other occaſions alſo, when he 
was informing his diſciples of his ap- 
proaching departure from them, and 
aſcent to the Father, and of the perſe- 
cutions, which they would ſuffer after 
he was gone, he adds the ſame words, 
and admoniſhes them again, in the 
ſame manner, hat when the time ſhould 
cbm, they might remember, that he had 
told them fo, and believe in bim [2]. 
Hence we fee, that the eſtabliſhed and 
ordinary figa, by which the Prophets 
of the Lord were diſtinguiſhed, was 
nothing elſe, but the teſtimony of Pro- 
phecy itſelf, when fullfilled, and ac- 
compliſhed by the event: becauſe this 
carried with it a proof of Divinity, as 


[1] Joh. xiii 19. [8] xvi. 4. 
cConvineing 


give. 


[47] 


convincing as yy which heaven could 


Let us now return to the Biſhop's 
Diſcourſes, in which he goes on to de- 
monſtrate the inconſiſtency of the Au- 
thor's expoſition, by telling us, © that it 
& makes Peter to ſay, in his own per- 
«fon, that the dark Prophecies of the 
« Old Teſtament were a ſurer and more 
« certain evidence to himſelf, than the 
c immediate voice of God, which he 


e had heard with his own ears: And 


« is it poſſible, adds he, that St. Peter, 
«or: any man in bis wits could male 
© ſuch a cumpariſon 1]? To which 
quæſtion, ſo ſmartly and confidently 
put, I readily anſwer; that it is not 
onely poſſible, that St. Peter might 
make ſuch a compariſon, but even weak 
to imagine, that he could make any o- 
ther: which I ſhall preſently explane, 
by ſtating a fact or two, univerſally ac- 
knowledged by all, both Jews and 
Chriiians, The ſpirit of Prophecy, 


8 [2] Diſc. p. 6. 
3 which 


| [48] 
which continued in the Jewiſh Church, 
till after it's reſtoration from the Baby- 
loniſh captivity, had intirely ceaſed un- 
der the ſecond Temple, for three cen- 
turies atleaſt before the birth of Chriſt. 
But there ſucceded to it, as all the 
Jewiſh writers unanimouſly teſtify, an 
oracular voice from beaven, which was 
given occaſionally to the leading Rab- 
bies or Teachers of the Law, to direct 
them, how to act or ſpeak on particu- 
lar emergencies, It is ſaid, to bave 
been accompanied generally with a 
kind of thunder, out of which it iſſu- 
ed, in a clear and articulate manner, 
and thence derived it's name of Batb- 
Kol; that is, the daugbter-voice or 
daugbter f a voice. Lhe Batb- Kol, 
ſays the learned Lightfoot, was this; 
when a voice or thunder came out 0 


heaven, another voice came out of it 1 |. 


The 


Ci] See Lightfoot's Works, Vol. 2. p. 128. in Mat. iii 


V. 17. 7 * 

N B. Thus when Jeſus, a little before his death, was 
addrefling himſelf to the Father, in the midſt of his diſci- 
ples and people of Feruſalem, and ſaying ; Father, * 

T | * * 
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This way of divine inſtruction is affirm- 
ed to have been ſubſiſting during the 
time of our Savior, and to the final 
diſſolution of the Jewiſh ſtate ; and is 
conſidered by all their Doctors, as an 
inferior kind of Prophecy, or à:ſort of 
twylight indulged to them, after the Sun, 
of Prophecy was ſet 1]; and from this 
pretended ſource, they derived the 
greateſt part of thoſe traditions, with 
which they corrupted the Law of Mo- 
ſes.” This then being the general per- 
ſuaſion of the Jews, at the time, when 
St. Peter wrote his Epiſtle, he would 
neceſſarily prefer the evidence of Pro- 
phecy, which was always eſteemed the 
ä higheſt and moſt perfect degree of In- 
ſpiration, under the firſt Temple, to the 
Bath-Kol, or a voice from heaven, the 


from this hour; Father, glorify thy name: There came a 
. voice from heaven, ſaying, I have both glorified it, and will 
> glorify it again. Upon which the people, that ſtood by, and heard 
it, ſaid that it thundered; others , that an Angel ſpake to him, 


p [Joh. xii. 28.] That is; part of the company believed it 
I. to be nothing more, than an accidental clap of thunder; 
while others took it to be the Bath-Nol, or the voice of God, 


or of an Angel, which was accompanied always with thun- 


er, | 
ne [ij See Spencer on the Vulgar Prophecies, c. vii. p. 126. 
72 | more 
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more imperfect Oracle of the ſecond 
Temple;- and which all the Jewiſh con- 


verts, and Peter himſelf without doubt, 


had been taught to conſider, as of an 


authority much inferior to the original 


word of Prophecy, delivered to them 
by Moſes, and the other antient Pro- 
phets. For the learned reckon four 


degrees of a Prophetic or divine In- 
Nruction, which were indulged to the 


Jewiſh Church: the firſt and moſt 
excellent was, the Spirit of Prophe- 
cy, properly ſo called, as it was gi- 
ven to Moſes, and the ſucceding Pro- 
phets : the ſecond was, The Holy Spi- 


Fit : the third, Urim. and Thumminm ; © 


the fourth and loweſt, zhe Bath-Kol [ i]. 
Which laft, as Grotius ſays, was the ſole 
Oracle, which remained to them, during 
the time of the ſecond Temple | 2]. 

Ihe reality of this Oracular voice 


is atteſted, as I have faid, by all the 


[1] Quatuor gradus in Prophetia : primus, Prophetia : 
Secundus, Spiritus Sanctus: Tertius, Urim & Thummim: 


Quartus & infimus, Filia vecis. Druſ. in Matt. iii. 17. 

[2] Quod ſolum ferme Oraculi genus temporibus Tem- 
pli * reſtabat, Bath-Kol, vocant. Grot. in ,Job. 
Xli. 2 . ö 


Jewiſh 
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ewiſh writers, after the ceſſation of 
rophecy, in the ſame poſitive man- 
ner, as the miraculous gifts of the 
Chriſtian Church, by the primitive Fa- 
thers, after the days of the Apoſtles; 
and innumerable inſtances of it are par- 
ticularly recorded by the ſame writers: 
yet the ableſt of our Divines, and the 
moſt converſant with the Rabbinical 
learning, have not ſcrupled to declare 
the whole ſtory of it, to be a mere 
fiction, contrived to illuſtrate the cha- 
racters and authority of ſome leading 
Rabbies, and recommend the particular 
Doctrines, which they were eſtabliſn- 
ing. Such was the opinion of two 
learned Deans, and ornaments of our 
Church, Dr. Spencer and Dr. Prideaux; 
the firſt of whom, after declaring the 
Bath-Kol to be a Fewiſh' Fable, lays ; 
there were no two nations which have 
« ſo corrupted hiſtories, and obtruded 
e ſo many legends upon the credulity of 
« the world, to inhance the credit of 
« their own people, as the Jews, and 
| E: 2 &« the 


ins [ 52 ] 
e the Grecians [1]. And the ſecond 
affirms, that the Barh-Kol was no ſuch 
voice from heaven, as they pretended, 
but a pbantaſtical way of divination of 
their own invention |[2|, Dr. Logo 


foot alſo, the Soundneſs of whoſe faith 
and erudition is allowed by all, ſpeaks 
ſtill more preciſely to my preſent pur- 
pole, and ſays; © that if we obſerve 
e two things, firſt, that the Jewiſh na- 
e tion, under the ſecond Temple, was 
e given to Magical arts beyond mea- 
e ſure; ſecondly, that it was given to 
believe all manner of deluſions be- 
e yond meaſure; we may ſafely ſuſ- 
« pect, that thoſe voices, which they 
thought to be from heaven, and no- 
ce ted with the name of Bath-Kol, were 
te either formed by the Devil in the air, 
« to deceive the people; or, by Magi- 
<« cians with Deviliſh art, to promote 
ce their own affairs: from which he 
draws this inference, which I would 
recommend to the ſpecial conſideration 
[1] Spencer ibid. | 
- [2] Prid. Connect, Vol. 2. p. 256. Edit. Fol. 


of 6 


[ 53 ] 


of this eminent Prelate ; Hence, adds 
he, the Apoſtle Peter faith with good 
reaſon, that the word of Prophecy was 
ſurer, than a voice from heaven | 1 |. 
Yet St. Peter's words after all, 
they are expounded by the "Brea 
ing author above mentioned, do not 
neceſſarily imply him to mean, that 
Prophecy was a ſurer argument to him- 
ſelf, than the voice from heaven, which 
he had heard, but to the Jewiſh con- 
verts in general, who did not hear that 
voice, but received it onely from the 
report of others. It was not his view 
in this Epiſtle, to declare what ſort of 
f arguments was the moſt convincing to 
himſelf, but to propoſe ſuch, as were 
moſt worthy of the attention of thoſe, 
5 to whom he was writing, and moſt ef- 


E fectual to keep them ſtedfaſt in the faith, 


© againſt the impreſſions of falſe wackers, 
e who were laboring to ſeduce them: 
d and that Prophecy is a properer argu- 
n ment, to repell the inſults of unbeliev- 


[1] Vol. 2. p. 129, 8 
of % E 3 ing 


| [54] | 
ing ſcoffers, than the report of a Mira- 
cle, is manifeſt, from the'reaſon men- 
tioned above from St. Auſtin; becauſe 
a Miracle, and eſpecially, a voice from 
heaven, might be imputed to Magical 
arts; whereas a Prophecy, actually 
fullfilled, was not liable to any ſuch 
imputation. When St. Peter therefore 
ſays, Ie have.a more ſure word 0 
Prophecy ; the occaſion of his word: 
oblige us to interpret them, as ſpoken, 
not with any particular reference to 
himſelf, but to the general body of the 
Jewiſh Converts, to whoſe attention he 
recommends them: and the conſtant 
uſe and analogy of all language will 
juſtify ſuch an interpretation. 
But ſhould we admit, what His 
Lordilmp affirms, that the text, as it 
is expounded by that Author, makes 
Peter prefer Prophecy, as a ſurer ar- 
gument even to himfelf, than the voice, 
which he heard in the mount ; how will 
this prove that expoſition to be incon- 
ſiſtent, or that Peter muſt be out of his 
wid in ſaying fo. It is no offence ſure- , 
- ; | . ly, 
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ly, either to reaſon or religion, to ima- 


gine; that this wonderfull apparition 
and heavenly voice, might be accom- 
panied with ſuch circumſtances, as 
would naturally leave ſome doubt and 
perplexity on the mind, concerning the 


preciſe manner, N nature of the 


whole tranſaction. For Peter, as we 
read, was in ſuch a fright and amaze- 
ment, at what he ſaw and heard, hat 
he knew not what he ſaid: and both he 
and the two other Apoſtles, then with 
him, James and Fobn, were ſo great] y 
terrifyed, that they fell upon their faces to 
the ground, and durſt not ſo much as look 
p, till Zeſus, when the viſion was over, 
came to raiſe and encourage them [1]. 

But be that as it will, and let Peter 
as perfectly aſſured, as we can ſup- 


poſe him to be, of every circum- 


ſtance, which paſſod in the Mount, 


he might ſtill take Prophecy, con- 
ſidered as a ſtanding evidence, al- 
ways lying open to the cool and de- 


| liberate examination of reaſon, to be a 


Ii] Matt. xvii. 6. Mar. ix. 6, 
E 4 firmer 
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firmer argument on the whole, and to 
carry a more permanent conviction 
with it to the ſober ſenſes of men, than 
the viſion, with which he here com- 
pares it. For after all the conviction, 
which he himſelf had received from it, 
we know, that his faith was ſtill ſo in- 
firm, as to betray him into a ſhameful 
denial of his Maſter, whom he had ſeen 
ſo wonderfully glorified. We know 
on the other hand, that after our 
Lord's Aſcenſion, . HE his faith was 
more fully confirmed, and his under- 
ſtanding inlightened by the miſſion of 
the Holy Ghoſt, the chief argument, 
which he applied in all his Sei mons, to 
evince the truth of the Goſpel, was 
this more ſure word of Prophecy, as he 
calls it ; from which he demonſtrated 
to the Jews, how the character, doc- 
trine and miſſion of Jeſus were foretold 
and deſcribed by the mouths of all their 

Prophets [11 
I might now leave it to the reader 
to 75 whether in contradiction to 
IJ] AR, ii. Ig: ili. 18, 21: &c, 
| * what 


[ 57 ] 

what the Biſhop maintains, a man in 
his wits, and eſpecially a Jew, might 
not think Prophecy a ftronger argu- 
ment in general, than a voice from 
heaven, which he himſelf had heard; 
or at leaſt, whether every man in his 
ſober ſenſes, would not ſooner truſt to 
the evidence of Prophecy, when allow- 
ed to be fullfilled, than to a voice from 
heaven, not "WAL" by himſelf, but re- 
ported to him by another : for this 
1n truth is the whole, which can rea- 
ſonably be inferred from St. Peter's 
words. But before I diſmiſs this argu- 
ment, I cannot help obſerving, that all, 
which His Lordſhip has been affirming 10 
freely concerning the ſuperior evidence 
of Miracles to that of Prophecy, ſeems to 
have been originally confuted, and the 
whole quæſtion determined againſt him, 
by Chriſt himſelf; who in one of his 
Parables declares, that thoſe, who would 
not hearken to Moſes and the Prophets, 
would not be perſuaded, tho one roſe 
from the dead [1]; clearly intimating, 


[1] Luk. xvi. 31. 
that 


156 1 
that the word of Prophecy, as delivered 
jn the Old Teſtament, carried with it a 

firmer proof of the truth of his Goſpel 
to the Town than even the greateſt of 
all his Miracles. 

His Lordſhip obſerves farther, that 
thei diſparaging eee which Perer 
here gives of the word 'of Prophecy, 
| vicky that he could not mean to re- 
commend it, as the beſt evidence of 
the Chriſtian faith, for he diſtinguiſhes 
it from day-hght, and the brightneſs of 
the day far, and compares it to à light 
Hining i in a dark place; or to the glim- 
mer ing li g of u candle, ſeen at a dif- 
tance in a dark night : which tho it 
gives ſome direction, yet is nothing, 
when compared to clear day-light. And 
here he entertains us again, through a 
| or two, with a floriſh of his ora- 
tory: © Is: not this now, ſays he, a 
& choice account of the evidence of the 

e Goſpel ; nay, of the very beſt evi- 
4 emer, which we have of the Goſ- 
? Are we ſtill ſurrounded on all 
00 e with darknels, aſſiſted by one 


« onely 


[59] 
cc onely glimmering light? Was it 
« thus, that Chriſt came zo be a light 
&« to lighten the Gentiles, and to be the 
glory of Iſrael ? St. Peter in his firſt 
« Epiſtle, tells all Chriſtians, zhaz they 
* are called out of darkneſs into God's 


© marvellous light, how comes he then 


ce to tell them in the ſecond, that they 
«are ſtill in darkneſs, and have nothing 
but a glimmering light to direct them? 
“Can the fame writer poſſibly be ſup- 
“ poſed to give ſuch different accounts 
« of the Goſpel ftate ? Aſk St. Paul 
« what ſtate Chriſtians are in, he will 


<« tell you, that tbe light of the glo- | 


« rious Goſpel of Chriſt, who is the 
«© image of God, has ſhone upon them. 
« Aſk the Evangeliſts, they will tell 
* you, The day ftar from on high hath 
« oifited us, to give light to them, 
« who fit in darkneſs.s Aſk any, or 
« all the Apoſtles, they will tell you, 


their commiſſion is to open the eyes of 


6 he people, and to turn them from 
« darkneſs to light | 1 |.” 8 
[1] Diſc. p. vii. 8. ä 

| Yet 
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Vet all this pomp of words; this ſo- 
; Kimi appeal to the whole College of 
the Apoſtles and Evangeliſts, is no- 
thing elſe but an empty ſtrain of rhetoric, 
without any argument or ſignificanc 
in it whatſoever. The. ſtate of the 
Goſpel, he ſays, is deſcribed by the ſa- 
cred writers, as a ſtate of glorious light. 
But what is this to the purpoſe ? Has 

the Author whom he is confuting, com- 
pared the light of Prophecy, to the glo- 
rious light of the Goſpel ? No : he 
conſiders it onely, as one of the proofs 
and evidences of the Goſpel : and tho 
it yields but a fainter light, it may ſtill 
be the beſt, which we have, to guide us 
into the day-light of the Goſpel : this 
is all, which the Author's expoſition 
implies; and thus far it is certainly con- 
ſiſtent. But the Biſhop urges, that it 
makes the Apoſtle give different ac- 
counts of the Goſpel ſtate in his two 
Epiſtles, telling the Chriſtians in the 
firſt that they are called out of dark 
neſs into God's marvellous li Ft et 
telling them in the ſecond, that ho 
2 are 
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are ill in darkneſs. But theſe diffe- 
rent accounts are plainly given of diffe- 
rent things, which His Lordſhip by 
miſtake confounds and treats as one and 
the ſame: I mean the Goſpel ſtate, of 
which the Apoſtle is here ſpeaking, and 
the ſtate of thoſe Jewiſh Converts, to 
whom he was then writing. For the 
Goſpel ſtate, when compared with day- 
light, and the day tar, neceſſarily ſigni- 
fies the perfection of that ſtate, inlighten- 
ed with all the knowledge, and inriched 
with all the graces, which are the ge- 
nuine fruits of a perfect faith in Chriſt: 
1 but the ſtate of the New Chriſtians, to 
whom theſe Epiſtlesare addreſſed, was far 
removed from that character : they were 
called indeed into God's marvellous li gbr; 

and had made ſome progreſs towards it, 
it but were not yet arrived at it: for as 
Peter exprelsly ſays, the day had not yet 


4 dawned to them, nor the day ſtar ariſen 
ke in their hearts. For which reaſon he re- 
mn commends to them the word of Prophe- 
4 cy, as the ſureſt guide, to lead them 
5 e the obſcurity of their doubts 


into 
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into clear day-light. And thus the 
Apoſtle's ſenſe, as it is expounded by the 
Author, is clear and conſiſtent, nor lia- 
ble to any exception, but what flows 
from that perplexity, in which His 
Lordſhip has involved it, by his uſe of 
equivocal terms, and perpetual change 
of the point in 
He takes it for granted, through all 
his Diſcourſes, and builds his Argument 
it, that Peter's character of Pro- 
phecy, as M a light ſhining in a dark 
Place, carries in it a very low and diſ- 
paraging idea of it; and makes nothing 
more of it, than a twinkling candle 
 feen at a diſtance in a dark night. 
But is not a light, which ſhines in a 
dark place, the greateſt comfort, and 
beſt guidance, which a man can poſſi- 
bly have in a ſtate of darkneſs, and the 
ſole means, by which a wandering 
traveller can hope to extricate himſelf, 
and make his way at laſt into day- 
light? for this was the real uſe of Pro- 
phecy, as it was applied by the Apol- 
_ wer both the ſews and Gentiles 


out 
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out of their darkneſs, into the light 1 
the Goſpel. 

But all the Apoſiles an Evangelit, 
he ſays, if examined concerning the 
ſubject of their Commiſſion, will tell 
us, that it was to open the eyes of the 
people, and to turn them from darkneſs 
to light. This indeed is true, but not 
the whole truth, nor is it that truth, 
which we are now inquiring after; and 
His Lordſhip, who is ſo celebrated a 
Trier of witneſſes, muſt allow the ad- 
verſe party, to examine them as well as 
himſelf. Let me aſk them therefore in 
my turn, what were the means, which 
they uſed, in virtue of their commiſſi- 
on, to propagate that light, which they 
were ordered to diſpenſe to the world ? 
Matthew will tell us, on the part of the 
Evangeliſts, that it = the more ſure 
e of Prophecy; by the evidence of 


which, he had — in his Goſpel, 
how the miſſion of Jeſus, and all the 


remarkable acts and ſufferings of his 
life, were preciſely and circumſtantially 


foretold by the Prophets. Peter alſo 


2 will 


33 
will tell us, that, on the Feaſt of Pente- 
coſt, when the Apoſtles had received 
their full powers from heaven, he con- 
verted three thouſand ſouls that very 
day, by the ſame word of Prophecy ; 
and that in all his ſermons, the chief 
argument, which he applied, to draw 
peopleout of their darkneſs, was to ſhew, 
that the character and miſſion of Feſus 
were foretold and deſcribed, many 
ages before, by the mouths of all the 
Prophets. | If we follow St. Paul like- 
wile through all his travels and labors, 
in propagating the Goſpel, we ſhall 
find him, in every City, betaking him- 
ſelf to the Synagogue ; reaſoning, there 
with the Jews, and opening and alledg- 
ing to them from the Scriptures, that 
_ Chriſt muſt needs have. ſuffered. and ri- 
fen again from the dead; and that Je- 
ſus, whom he preached unto. them, 
was the Chriſt ; and in ſhort, ſaying 
ns other things, as he. himſelf affirms, 
than thoſe, which the Prophets and 
Moſes did ſay, ſhould come [ 1 |. 


[1] AR. xiii. 27, &c+ xvii. 3. xviii. 28. | 
The 2 His 


Ti 
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His Lordſhip advances till one ep 


farther, in depreſſing the evidence of 
Prophecy, and declares, ** that St. Pe- 


ter is fo far from ſpeaking of it as 


«the beſt light to be had, for the 
«point in queſtion, that he manifeſtly 
© ſpeaks of it, as not the beſt, but as a 
“light to be attended to onely, until a 
© better comes: and he would not 
have limited any time for their at- 
« tending to it, had he been conſider- 
« ing it as the beſt ſupport. of the 
« Chriſtian faith, for in that ſenſe it 
© ought ever to be attended to | 1 |.” 


And here again the turn of his 


argument would lead us to imagine, 
that his adverſary had compared the 
light of Prophecy with the light of the 
Goſpel; for in any other view of it, it is 
nothing elſe but a mere quibble, which 


tends rather to confute, than ſupport, 


what he attempts to efiabliſh. For to 
what time has Peter limited their atten- 
tion to Prophecy ? why ; until the diy 


[1] D.ſc. p. 9. 
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uld. dawn, and the day. lar ariſe in 
— hearts : that is, till they had ac- 
quired a full conviction, and ſtedfaſt 
faith in the truth of the Goſpel. As 
if he had ſaid, ye do well in attending 
to the word of Prophecy, till it has 
completed it's work, and wrought in 
you that effect, for which it was at farſt 
given, and for which I now recom- 
mend it, of confirming and perfecting 
your faith in Chriſt. Which inſtead 6 
limiting their attention, is an exhorta- 
tion for their perſeverance in it, till the 
end of it was obtained, and no farther 
room left for any particular. ſollicitude 


br anxious inquiries on that ſubject. 


Having now run through all the ar- 
guments, by which His Lordſhip en- 
deavours to overthrow that Author s ex- 
poſition, I ſhall procede to examine 


thoſe, by which he attempts to eſta- 


bliſh his own. 
He affirms, that the preference given 
by St. Peter in this text to the evidence 


1 of Prophecy was not intended by him 


to 8 as a ſtronger argu- 
| ment 


; FS. I Op 
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ment for the general truth of the Goſ- 
pel, but onely for the particular article 
of Chriſt's coming down again in glory; 
in the confirmation of which, the 
Apoſtle firſt alledges to them the glori- 
feation of Chriſt, on the Mount, as 
one proof; and then adds the word of 
Prophecy, as another, ſtill better, with 
regard to an event, which, being yer 
in futurity, admitted no ſurer evidenge 
than of Prophecy [1]. 
Aſter He has worked up this ſenſe, 
with much hypothetical refinement, 
from a number of paſſages, arbitrarily 
tacked together from both the Epiſtles, 
and ſtrained to his own purpoſe ; by 
ſuppoſing, what an Obſector might ſay, 
and ſuppoſing. again what the Apoſtle 
might anſwer, he pronounces it, to be 
eaſy, natural, rendering to every ex- 
preſſion it's proper fignification neceſſary 
to the Apoſtle's argument; plainly in- 
forced by the context, and clear of all 


difficulties [ 2]. 


| (r] Diſc p. 13, 19, 22. [2] Diſc. p. 22. 
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But for my own part, when I recurred 
to the Epiſtles, after the peruſal of this 
Diſcourſe I could neither ſee the ne- 
ceſſity, nor | propriety of His Lord- 
ſhip's expoſition, nor the leaſt reaſon 
from either of the Epiſtles, why be 
word of Prophecy ſhould be diſparaged, 
and degr 2050 by him, from being a 
roof of che general truth of the Goſ- 


1, and reſtrained to the particular ar- 


ticle of Chriſt's coming in glory. 

The two Epiſtles of St. Peter have 
Er been ftiled Catbolic, or general, 
as not written to any particular Church, 
or to inculcate any particular doctrine; 
but addreſſed to the Jewiſh Converts at 
large, or diſperſed through the ſeveral 
provinces of the Eaſt, for the ſake of 
confirming them in that faith, in which 
they had been inſtructed, and to arm 
them againſt the Scoffers and falſe 
Teachers, who were buſily employed, in 
beguiling and ſeducing them from that 

faith. 

In che firſt Epiſtle, he puts ws in 
mind, © how they were * again 
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« to a lively hope, by the reſurrection 


«of Feſus; to an inheritance incor- 


e ruptible, reſerved for them in heaven. 


« That the end of their faith was the 
«© ſalvation of Souls; that the Prophets 
« had inquired diligently after this ſal- 
vation, and propheſied of the grace, 
that ſhould come to them ſearching 
into the time, ſignified by the Spirit 
« of God, when it teſtified before- hand 
* of the ſufferings of Chriſt, | and the 
„glory which ſhould follow : that 
they did not propheſy of things re- 
« lating to themſelves, but of the 
things, which were reported by thoſe 
« who preached the Goſpel, and which 
«the Angels deſired to look into. 
Having thus opened the foundation 
« of their faith, from thc antient Pro- 
e phecies, and ſignified how this ſpiri- 
« ritual houſe, 'or Chriſtian Church, 
«© was built on that chief corner ſtons 
« laid in Sion, as mentioned by Iſaiah; 
« He exhorts them, to ſtedfaſtneſs in 
«that faith, which was ſo well ground- 
«ed; and to the practice of all thoſe 


E 4 e graces 


| 
| 
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&© graces, which are the fruits of it, 
e holineſs, ſobriety, mutual love, 3 
© rity, vipilance : after which, he 
& draws out a ſhort ſketch of all the ſe- 
&« veral duties required by the Goſpel, 
from every particular rank and con- 
edition of it's Diſciples : from ſer- 
« yants, from ſubjects, from wives, from 
« huſbands, from the old and from 
the young. And becauſe their pre- 
<« ſent ſtate was expoſed to manifold 
* temptations and trials, from the ma- 
ice of their enemies, he drops ſeveral 
* hints occaſionally, by way of com- 
ce fort to them, concerning the ſpeedy 
coming of Chriſt in power and glory 
& to deliver and reward them, and to 
ce take a ſevere vengeance on their per- 
© ſecutors; and concludes, by declar- 
* ing, that his view in writing to 
© them, was to exhort and teſtify, that 
what; he had briefly explaned to 
e them, was the true grace of God, 
aw which they ſtood.” 
In the ſecond Epiſtle, He Ano 
niſhes them, to make a Proper uſe = 
5 5 the 


711 
« the exceeding grace, and precious 
« promiſes, which were given them 
ce through faith in Chriſt, by uſing all 
* diligence, to improve that faith, 1 
carry it on to its perfection, by adding 
te to it virtue, knowledge, temperance, 


« patience, godlineſs, brotherly kind- 


© neſs, charity, that they might not 


« be unfruicfall in the knowledge of 
cc -, Ghrilh but make their election fare 
of — EB he would never fail to re- 

0 1 790 and ſtir them up, as long as he 
— . Erd, Then to confirm them a- 
gainſt the Scoffers and falſe teachers, 

5 pon were beguiling the unſtable, and 
6 =: frawing them away from the Goſ- 
ce pel, he reminds them again, in ſhort, 
« of the foundation of that faith, 
“ which had been preached to them by 


« the Apoſtles, as being grounded not 
«© on fabulous tales, but on Miracles 
« and Prophecy; alledging, as an in- 
£ ſtance of the former, the miraculous 


« atteſtation given to it by God on 
« the Mount, yet exhorting them to 


« attend more eſpecially to the latter, as 


F 4 ä 
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* to an evidence more ſure, or convinc- 
<« ing to them: becauſe none of the Old 
&« Prophecies were dictated by the will 
66 of man, but by the Spirit of God. He 
© then procedes to a particular deſ- 
e cription of the wicked principles, 
* manners, and characters of thoſe 
« falſe teachers, who were bringing 
upon themſelves ſwift deſtruction; 
ee and in the third and laſt chapter 
« declares, that this ſecond Epiſtle was 
e written with the ſame view, as the 
« firſt, to flir up their minds and me- 
© mories, concerning the words ſpoken of 
« old. by the-Prophets, and commanded 
« by. the Apoſtles of our Lord. He 
« afiures them of the certainty of 
„ Chriſt's coming, notwithſtanding the 
&« {cofts of thoſe deceivers, who ſeeing 
<« all things continue in the ſame ſtate, 
« as-in the days of the Fathers, and 
not knowing what wonderfull things 
« Ged had formerly wrought in the 
old world, derided the belief of it's 
60 aptrodching end: but that the day of 
« the Lord would come upon them un- 
* « expectedly, 
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te expectedly, as a thief in the night, and 
« this ſeeming delay of judgement was 
te not to be aſcribed to any ſlackneſs of 
« the Lord, concerning the per for- 
te mance of his promiſe, but to his 
“ mercy and long- ſuffering, that all 
“might have time to repent and be 
« ſaved: which he urges as a motive, 
e to perſevere in an holy life, and to 
e beware, that they be not drawn a- 
ce way, by the error of the wicked, 


0 and fall from the ſtedfaſtneſs of their 


““ faith.” 
In this abſtract of the two Bpiftles, 
we ſee, as it were, the whole plan of 
Chriſtian duty, with reſpect both to 
faith and practice, ſketched out in a 
ſummary manner, agreeable to the pur- 
ſe of the writer, which, as it is de- 
clared by himſelf, was to ſtir up the 
Jewiſh converts to a ſtedfaſt adherence 
to that faith, in which they had been 
inſtructed: And as the coming of 


- Chriſt was one article of it, which was 


particularly derided by the ſcoffers of 
thoſe days; ſo the certain and ſpeedy 


2 approach 
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approach of it is more efpecially in- 
culcated, as an effectual ſource of com- 
fort, and a ſtrong motive of con- 
ſtancy, in thoſe circumſtances of per- 
ſecution, to which they were then ex- 
poſed. It is evident likewiſe, that all 
the uſe, which is made by the Apoſ- 
tle, of the word of Prophecy in both 
the Epiſtles, is applied by him to the 
lame general purpoſe, of confirming the 
whole Chriſtian doctrine, and not to 
the particular proof of the ſingle arti- 
cle of Chriſt's coming. For the Pro- 
phecies mentioned in the firſt Epiſtle, 
are declared to relate, to the Salvation 
of Souls, which is obtained by the faith 
of : Chrift ; to the ſufferings of Cbriſi. 
and the glory, which ſhould afterwards 
_ follow 3 and in ſhort, to the things, 
which "were reported by thoſe, "who 
preached the Goſpel, and which the An- 
gels defired to look into: which mult be 
underſtood, to reach to the whole of 
Chriſtianity >; OT the whole myſtery of 
man's redemption, and cannot be re- 
ſtrained to one particular article of 8 
60 The 
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The ſecond Epiſtle, from which the 
text is taken, was written, as it ex- 
preſſly tells us, with the ſame view as 
the farſt ; 70 ffir up the Chriſtians, and 
remind them of the words, which were 


ſpoken before by the Prophets, and 
| preached to them afterwards by the 


Apoſtles ; which muſt include likewiſe 
the whole-faith : according to which 
ſenſe and in no other, St. Peter's rea- 


ſoning will be found clear and juſt, in 


his application both of the miracle in 
the Mount, and of the word of Pro- 
pbecy, and in the preference given to 
the latter, with regard to the general 
force of it's evidence. Yb 
The Glorification of Chriff, which 
Peter ſaw, and the voice of God, which 


he heard, declaring Fe/us 10 be bis be- 


loved Son, was undoubtedly a ſtrong 
proof of Chriſt's divine miſſion: Yet 


to thoſe, who did not hear that voice, 


the word of Prophecy, conſidered as a 
ſtanding evidence, is ſurely a much firmer 
and more rational proof of it. . But that 
lame glorification, tho a ſtrong argu- 

ment 
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ment for the truth of Chriſt's miſſion, 
is no argument at all for his coming 
_ © again in glory. This the Biſhop him- 
ſelf allows, and even ridicules the no- 
tion of it's carrying any real evidence 
of that ſort. Can any certainty, ſays 
he, as to future events, be collected 
from paſt events? or can any; thing we 
ſee this year, aſſure us, what will hap- 
pen 10 us the next [1]? It is abſurd 
then to imagine, that St. Peter ſhould 
alledge zhe glorification of Chriſt in the 
Mount, as a proof of his coming again 
in glory, of which in reality it was no 
Proof at all, or ſhould compare the 
evidence of Prophecy, to the evidence 
of a particular Miracle, with regard to 
a particular event, to which that Mi- 
racle bore no ſort of relation. Whereas 
if we ſuppoſe him to have compared 
them together, as arguments for the 
nion of Feſus, of which they are 
both good proofs, the compariſon is 
rightly inftituted, and the preference 
juſtly given to Prophecy. 
fn. 


— 


Thus 
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Thus far however all people will 
agree with His Lordſhip, that Prophe- 
ey is as ſure an argument for the coming 
of Chriſt, as the viſion in the Mount, 
becauſe that viſion, as he owns, is no 
argument at all: but he aſſigus ano- 
ther reaſon, which is not quite ſo clear; 
becauſe Chriſi's coming is an event yet 
in futurity, for which therefore we can 
have no ſurer evidence than Prophecy. 
But Prophecy not fulfilled, carries with 
it, as I have ſaid above, no evidence at 
all, nor is an event in futurity capable 
of being aſcertained by any ; and can- 
not therefore be a juſt ground for giving 
the title of ſure, or more ſure, to any 
fort of evidence whatſoever. The ar- 
ticle of Chriſt's coming, is an expreſs 
doctrine of the Goſpel, taught both by 
Chriſt and all his Apoſtles, fo that the 
Jewiſh Converts to whom St. Peter was 
writing, could not poſſibly doubt of it, 
without doubting at the 00 time of 
the whole, which the Apoſtles had 
been preaching to them concerning all 
= other. doctrines and facts of the 

Goſpel ; 


F 
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Goſpel; and, in ſuch a caſe, it would 
have been vain and trifling, to at- 
tempt to confirm their faith, by a par- 

ticular Prophecy not yet fullfilled, when 
they had ee e e all the 6 
— Prophecies, which had been al- 
to them by the Apoſiles, as 
aQually fullfilled. 6 
3 o 

can, at the moſt, raiſe onely an ex- 


pectation or preſumption, more or leſs 
ſtrong, in proportion to the authority 


men de that all the remarkable 
things , foretold i in the Old Teſtament, 
concerning the 2 were actually 
fullfilled in glu, the preſumption 
would be ſtrong, that any other event, 
ſtill future, foretold by the ſame. Pro- 
phets, and relating to be ſame Jeſus, 
would be accompliſhed in due time. 
But to thoſe, _ doubted. of the Pro- 
phecies already fullfilled, the prediction 
olf an event ſtill future, urged by way 
of confirmation to them, might help 
—— agg A GN : 
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not in any manner be applicable to the 
cure of them. So DR Biſhop's ex- 
poſition of the word of Prophecy in the 
text, as applied to the particular caſe of 
Chriſt's coming, could not poſſibly 
anſwer the Apoſtle's end of confirming 
the faith of thoſe, to whom he was 
writing, or have any influence at all 
with them, unleſs he had really meant 

to propoſe it, as the firmeſt evidence 
on the wbole, for- the gu man ns 
the Goſpel. | 

His Lordſhip adds one aint 

more, for the Gaal overthrow of that 
Author's expoſition, by laying, © that 
©. be more | ſure word of Prophecy here 
mentioned, is not to be underſtood 
merely of the Prophecics of the Old 
« Teſtament, for it may refer to the 
. Prophecies of the New; and proba- 
„ bly does, as appears from St. Pever's 
« appealing, not onely to the antient 
Prophets, but alſo to the preachers 
of the Goſpel. How unhappily then, 
e adds he, was this text made choice 
* of, to ſet up antient Prophecy in op- 
| 1 8 


| " TO} 
. * poſition to Goſpelevidence, fince 
| © the! Prophecy here intended is pro- 
< bably itſelf a bo ee ca 
| * Ec. (x * l Gi, 

Vet while he infult his ey 
for his unhappy application of this tert, 
to ſet up the credit of antient Prophe- 
cy, he is certainly more unhappy, in 
hazarding fo crude a reflection; which 
is confuted even by St: Peter himſelf, 
on whoſe authority he grounds it; 
who, in the very next words to the 


- text, plainly limits the ſenſe of it, 70 


the" Prophecies , the Old Te — 
and gives this reaſon for ſetting up 


Prophecy, becauſe no Propbecy of the 


Scripture is of private interpretation: 


For Prophecy came not of old by the will 
ef man, but holy men of God ſpake, as 


they were moved by the Holy Ghoſt | 2]. 
For it is a point allowed — indiſputa- 
ble, that wherever the writers of the 
New Teſtament ſpeak of the Scriprure 
in —_—_— or of the Prophecies of the 


[+] Diſc, p. 23 [2] 2 Pet. l. 20, . 
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Scripture, they muſt be underſtood to 
onely of "he Old Teſtament, and 
the Prophecies therein recorded. 
We are now come to the Biſhop's 
fecond Diſcourſe, the chief purpoſe: of 
which is, to illuſtrate the nature of Pro- 
| phecy, from the teſtimonies of the ſacred. 
writers ; and to ſhew what St. Peter's 
. meaning was, in comparing it to a light 
Spining in a dark place, —— in making 
it's evidence. ſo much inferior to rhe 
ather evidence of the Goſpel. But His 
Lordſhip's. zgal ſeems to be bent ra- 
ther, on refuting what his adverſary 
has affirmed, than on ſearching what 
St. Peter really meant; and on con” 
tradicting the Free thinker ze any rate, 
tho at the hazard of ee e the 
Apoſtle. 
St. Peter, as it is none fron? 
every part of his conduct, had a very” 
high opinion of the evidence of Pro: 
phecy, and applied it on all occafions, 
as the moſt effectual proof, which de 
could offer to the Jews for the aniſſtion 


f 7e Ws, or the "ua truth of the 
"MM" 
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Goſpel. . Vet when the Free-thinker 
upon his authority, had undertaken 
to. conſider it in the ſame character, 
the Biſhop begins preſently to depreci- 
ate and reduce it ſo low, as to render 
it of no uſe at all. For this is: the 
deſcription, which he gives us of the 
Prophecics of the ola Teſtament ; 
e that they are generally penned in 
„ ſucha manner, that one cannot fix 
te the preciſe and determinate ſenſe of 
te them with any certainty [1]: That 
6 they are dark ſpeeches, delivered in 
cc viſions and dreams; 3 and were never 
intended to be a very diſtinct evi- 
« dence [2]: that they are figurative 
Fand dark deſcriptions of future e- 
« vents, which could not be made 
« clearer, by being even fullfilled, but 
&« would. have all the obſcurity of fou- | 
© rative and dark deſcriptions, as well 
« after, as before the event [3]; and 
that no event can make a figurative 
-< expreſſion plain, or literal ; or re- 


Ii] Diſc. p. 2. T2]P. 30. BY & * 
| | & ſtrain- 
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«-ſtrain the language of Prophecy to 


« one determinate ſenſe, which was 


« originally capable of many [1].” 


How different a character is this, from | 
what Dr. Spencer has given of the ſame 


Prophecies? which ftand, he fays, 
<-perpetuated in Scripture, and fall 
therefore under the dayly notices: of 
ee men; ſo that when the events fore- 
e told come to paſs, they may readily 
ebe compared with the predictions; 
« which, the more antient date they 


ce bear, the more wonderfull will they 
appear, when accompliſhed, and the 


* more full reports will they make, of 
their divine original, and of the 
« Scripture, wherein they are found. 


For there is nothing doth ſo ſeal the 
« faith of the divine inſpiration of 


© Scripture, as the various predictions 
ee therein delivered, at ſuch diſtant 


< times and places, exactly accompliſh-. 


«ed in their ſeaſons 2].” 


ſr] P. 1 121 See Spencer on Vulg. Proph. c. ili. 
p. 50. . 
| G 2 But 


— 


But even the litteral Prophecies find 


no better treatment from His Lordſhip 


0 im 


than the dark and the figurative: 
« for theſe; he ſays, how plainly ſoever 
<«foretold;- were not always the plaineſt 
«at the time of their delivery, nor re- 
«ceived by the Jews in their true 
meaning, for the ſeeming incredibility 
4 which, he gives this Prophecy; 4 
being contradictory to all the expe- 
tienes of the world; was not proba- 
< bly: believed by the Jews of thoſe days 
port à miraculous conception; 
«becauſe! common ſenſe would lead 


them to underſtand it in a man- 


© ner. 1 to nature and experi- 
* ence} 21.” © * D. e , ; 8 7% N 
2 BY... Dot Wy $a to #1 
This is ſurely: a 


very raſh. and un- 
Jews Jook upon their Prophets, to have 
been really infpired ? and were not 
miraculous events of all kinds familiar 


„ * 
4 


to 


\ 
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to them in every period of their hiſto- 

for the defence of his people, had fre- 
quently over ruled the eſtabliſhed order 
of nature, and battled all the experience of 
mankind? how he had made he ſan 


to Hand fbill, or go backwards at his 


leaſure, for a ſign to his ſervants [1], 


and had ordered the waters of the ſea 
to ſeparate themſelves, and open a ſafe 
paſſage to the armies of 1/rael | 2]? 
Is it poſſible then, that their faith and 
reaſon could be ſhocked by the concep- 
tion. of a virgin, when affirmed to 
them, in the name of the ſame God, 
by perſons divinely in{pired-? yet this, 
it ſeems, was the caſe, and a Prophecy 
fo wonderfull, could not be underſtood 


by che Fes, on the account of it's con- 
tradiction to common ſenſe, till the 
event had ſbeun the litteral meaning, 


10 be-the true one [g. 
1] Joſh. x. 12. If. xxxvii. 8. tal Exod; XIV. 21, 
[14 Pie p. 34 | ; 5 
* 9% 4 But 
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But His Lordſhip is as unlucky i in 
| che choice of this particular inſtance, 


as he. is eng in his reflection 


upon: it: for of all the Prophecies re- 


Acting to Jeſus, this alone is of a kind, 


which! is incapable of being made clearer 
by the event. His reſurrection from the 
dead, how incredible ſoever in the pre- 
diction, was cleared up, beyond all 
doubt, by the event, to all thoſe, who 
ſawy and converſed with him after it: 
and ſo in all the other miraculous caſes 
which were foretold of him, the event, 
if expoſed to the open view and trial 
of men's ſenſes would clearly confirm 
the divinity of the prediction. But, 


tte conception o a virgin, is a Miracle 


of that peculiar nature, which could 
not be ſeen by any, nor known to any, 
but to the Virgin Herſelf, except by a 
divine revelation: ſo that the credibility 
of it, whether in the prediction, or in 
the accom pliſhment, intirely depended, 
and ſtill — on the authority of 
the perſons, who atteſted it. Wich 
the Jews, therefore, the event was much 
| more 
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more likely, to derive its credit from 
the prediction, than the prediction 
from the event; becauſe the Prophets, 
who foretold it; had a more eſtabliſhed 
credit with them, than the Apoſtles, 
who reported the completion of it. 
Wherefore if, as His Lordſhip ſays, 
they rejected the litteral orediflion, on 
the account of its incredibility, they 
had the ſame reaſon, or a ſtronger res 
for rejectin g the litteral accompli 
of it; unleſs he can ſhew, that = 
Inſpiration of the Prophets might be 
diſtruſted by them in this caſe, but 
the inſpiration of the Apoſtles could 
et. 
le begins, boever to be aware at 
lat, «that it may ſeem ſtrange, to 
„hear a Chriſtian Divine, pleading, 
« as it were, for the obſcurity of the 
«- Scripture-prophecy, when it would 
be thought more ſuitable to his cha- 
< racter, to maintain the clearneſs of 
«it: wherefore he pauſes here a while, 
« to make a ſhort apology for himſelf ; 

c and wiſhes to God, that all the Pro- 


G4 © phecies 


: : 


- 
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* phecies of the Lord were mani fei iu 
all his people : but tho, it is not of 
*<:the nature of Prophecy, he ſays, to 
a be obſcure; ſince things future may 
be ſpoken of as clearly, as things ei- 
ether paſt or preſent, and Prophecy 
ebe made as plain as common hiſtory: 
*< yet obſeurity being the peculiar cha- 
© rater of Scripture-prophecy, it mat- | 
1 1: : | * 
* ters but little what we may wiſh. or 
© think the beſt in the caſe, we muſt 
ebe content with ſuch light and di- 
erection, as God has thought fit to 
e beſtow upon m1] Where I ſhall 
leaye it to all. candid Chriſtians, to 
conſider; whether, if the Free-thinker's 
attack on the prophetic evidence of the 
Goſpel had been wholly lighted, or 
his argument allowed even to be true, 
it could have done any more harm to 
the credit of the Goſpel, than the Bi- 
ſhop's on account of Prophecy is 
likely to do. The purpoſe of that Au- 
thor was, to ſhew, that the Prophecies 
en HO BAY 


691 | 
of the Old Teſtament, as they are ap- 
plied by the Apoſtles in the New, are 


in reality no proof at all, nor leof 


pirſuading any, but the weak and the 
ctedulous. His Lordſhip's character of 
Prophecy tends to the fame end, and 
as far as the Apoſtles have applied the 
evidence of it to the confirmation of 
the Goſpel, muſt of conſequence weak- 
en' the edit of the Goſpel. The 
Prophecies of the Pythian Apollo were 
indeed obſcure, 3 and ambi- 
guous, admitting not onely different, 
but contrary Kaka: ; fo ho the cha- 
rafter here given of the Scripture-pro- 
phecies, was undoubtedly true of them, 
that no event could reſtrain them to one 
determinate ſenſe, when they were ori- 
ginally capable of many. For if the 
obvious ſenſe failed, as it often did, to 
the ruin of thoſe, 6: 0 acted upon it, 
there was another always in reſerve, to 
ſecure the veracity of the Oracle: till 
this very e of it's ambiguous 
and znigmatical ſenſes, confirmed by 
conſtant ny gradually funk 


| its 


[5] 


its credit, and finally detected the 


impoſture IJ. IE it poſſible then, 
chat the ſame character can be due to 
the Jewiſh Prophecies, which the wiſe 
and- virtuous of the Heathen World 
conſidered as an argument of fraud 
and falſchood in the Chriſtian 165 
cies? ! | 
{4 have A" hows, that His 
— reduces the credit of Prophe- 
fo low. as to render it of no uſe at 
1 — But after all his pains, to depreſs 
it, he declares it to have been given 
for two great purpoſes: firſt, zo ſup- 
Port the ait and religion of the old 
world; ſecondly, 10 give teſlimony to 
the miſſion of Feſus, who appeals to 
the Prophets for the truth of it. The 
an theſe he affirms to be the chief 


pe Il Jam ad te venio, | 
Apollo, qui umbilicum certum terrarum obſides, 
Unde ſuperſtitioſa primum ſæva evaſit vox fera. 

Tuis enim Oraculis for, = totum volumen implevit, 
partim falfis, ut „ partim caſu veris, ut fit in 
omni oratione ſæpi 3 partim flexiloquis, & obſcuris, 
ut interpres egeat 9 & ſors ipſa ad ſortes referenda 
ſit; 1 * & quæ ad dialecticum referenda 
ſint. & : Cic, de Divin. ii. 56. 
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and moſt important end: * for there 
<«-xwas no occaſion, he ſays, to lay in 


c {6 long beforehand the evidence of 


Prophecy, to convince men of things, 
e that were to happen in their own 
« times: and that it gives a low idea 
« of the adminiſtration of Providence, 
e in ſending Prophets, one after ano- 
ce ther, in every. age, from Adam to 
« Chriſt, to imagine, that all this Ap- 
te paratus was for their ſakes, who 
&« lived in, or after the times of 
| N e 

But if the principal ed of the anti- 
tient Prophecies was really ſuch, as he 
aſſigns to them, God would ſorely have 
given them a character, proper and 
adequate to that end. Whereas, ac- 
cording to his repreſentation of them, 
they ſeem calculated rather to ſubvert, 
than to ſupport the faith and religion 
of mankind. For it is impoſſible, hat 
dark ſpeeches, ambiguous 'phraſes, car- 
wing 10 b preciſe meaning, or diſtinct 


[1] Diſc. p. 37. 
| evidence, 


b 


| didn, ſhould produce any thing in 
the minds of men, but doubts, ſcruples, 
and uncertainties, which are all oppo- 
ſite to faith and religion. He tells us 
ſill farther, that theſe antient Pro- 
© phecies, theſe ſupports of faith and 
c Zen, were not underſtood by 
© thoſe, who delivered them, tho' 
« they | ſearched” diligently into the 
meaning of them, * if the inſpired 
«and — 48 of the old — 5 
to > the word of God came, 
“ did not underſtand them, it is cer- 
© tain, that others leſa qualified 
« could have but a confuſed and in- 
0 diſtinct notion of them [i * Where 
he might as weill have told us, that 
miſts and clouds were given for the pro- 
pagation of light, as confuſed and in- 
diſtints nations, far the ſupport of 
faith. Whatever creates faith, muſt 
firſt convince the underſtanding ; but 
Prophecies not underſtood. by thoſe, 
| wire eee them, and kel. a by 
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thoſe, 


II 
thoſe, who heard them, and which 
conyey'd\ nothing to the mind, — 
confuſed and indeterminate ideas, mig 

ſerve indeed to diſturb the K — 
pervert the religion of the world, but 


could never be of uſe, to ſupport 0 or 
confirm them. 


It is certain then, ** the antient 


Prophecies, as they are deſcribed at 
leaſt by His Lordhip, could not be 
chiefly intended, to ſupport the faith 
and religion of the Old World. But 
whatever character they may deſerve, 


or whatever light they may carry in 
them, it is allowed, that they all bear 


a relation to the perſon and coming of 
the Meſſiah, or that Great Prophet and 
Deliverer, rn was to ariſe in the land 


of Fudæa and as this was the com- 
mon ſubject of them all, ſo it was un- 


doubtedly the principal end of them 


all, (tho he ridicules it as a low and 
inferior end) to mark out, from time 
to time, more and more diſtinctly, the 


character and qualities of that expected 


Prophet, and to — the world for 
the 
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the reception of a new religion, wholly f 
ſtrange and inconceiveable, not onely 
to the wiſeſt of men, but to the ap- 
prehenſion even of Angels. And in 
Prophecies of this kind, whoſe chief 

end was, to open gradually ſuch a 
wonderfull ſcheme of ſalvation and re- 
demption, to be wrought, after a ſuc- 
' ceſlion of many ages, ſome obſcuri 
muſt neceſſarily. be found, from the 

ſublime and myſterious. nature of the 
ſubject itſelf. 

Let us here conſider a while, how 
our argument now ſtands; and what 

-light we have gained from the premi- 
- ſes towards ſettling a juſt notion of ze 
' uſe and intent of Prophecy, which the 
Biſhop. profeſſes to teach us in theſe 
| Diſcourks. . 
In the firſt place then, it is evident, 

from the practice both of Chriſt and of 
his Apoſtles, that in preaching the 
Golpel t to the Jews, they took all occa- 


ions of applying the IE of the 


Old Teſtament, {ingly and 8 
to each remarkable circumſtance of th 


ths 25 | life 
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Ule and miniſtry of Jeſus, as ſo many 
dire& and decifive proofs of his divine 
miſſion. The learned Mr. 7hifton, 
who ſeems to have inquired' into this 
ſubject with great diligence and accu- 
racy, lays; © It appears to me, upon a 
particular examination, that not onely 
«the Apoſtles, who might poſſibly be 
* ſuppoſed to be miſtaken ſometimes in 
«ſuch applications, but our bleſſed Sa- 
«© yior himſelf, who could not be fu 
« poſed ever to be ſo miſtaken, always 
« quoted theſe texts, as really, pro- 


_ © perly, and ſingly belonging to him- | | 
| 


«elf, as the true Meſſias; and as juſt 

« proofs that he was ſo [T]“ Thus | 
Feſus, as I have obſerv'd above, ap- | 
plying to himſelf a particular Prophe- | 
cy, in which the principal characters of 
the Meſſiab are briefly ſketched out, i 
ſays'; This day, is this Scripture full- if 
filled in your ears 2 J. Which is a teſti- 1 
mony ſurely as preciſe and dictinct, as 


Ci] See his Lichen Accompliſhment of Scripture Proph. 
p. 20. Fx. Luk. iv. 21. 


any 1 


2 
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4 
=. 
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nne 
any can poſſibly be. The Evangeliſt 


alſo and Apoſtles applied the antient 
Prep hecies in the · ſame manner, as fo 
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Goſpel; and plainly ſignify this, to 
have been the pln uſe and intent of 


them, in the deſignation of God him- 
ſelf; who moved his Prophets, to de- 
| bees 5 in chat particular manner, 

ing ſo circumſtantially 
| heres e events, might yield a de- 
monſtrable rn they ” 3 not 
relate to any __ but to J Thus 


in the courſe of their ſeveral Goſpels, 


wherever they, mention any hel act 

- or occurrence relating to him, as pre- 
figured in the Old Teſtament, their 
conſtant way of expreſſing it is; ſuch 
a thing was done or ſuffered by him, 


that te Scriptures of the 2 hets 


might be fullfilled : or as Jeſus 
Hh 2 lays, thus it is written, and chus 
it beloved Chriſ to ſuffer, and to riſe 
from the dead the third day [/x]. Since 


Matt. 7 
by . 4. Tl a 46 r 18, 1 
2 this 


ton) 


this then was the uſe of Prophecy, 
which we find to have been taught and 
practiſed, both by Chriſt and his A- 
poſtles, it confutes at once the general 
argument of His Lordſhip's 2 fir ff 
Diſcourſes + The purpoſe of which is, 
to ſhew, that the Scripture- propbecies 
were never intended, to be a very diſtin? 
evidence; and if conſidered ſingly, are 
incapable, from the nature of them, 
of affording any ſatisfactory proof, 
when they come to be confronted with 
the objectians of unbelievers. _ 
«Secondly, it appears alſo from what 
has been ſaid, that the Evangeliſts, 
in collecting all the Prophecies of the 
Old Teſtament, which they imagined 
to relate to Feſar, never looked for 
them any higher, than to he Law, 
and the Prophets; nor ever appealed to 
any other, than what they found there; 
following herein the example of their 
Maſter, who in expounding all the 
prophetic Scriptures, which were ap- 


plicable to - himſelf, began with the 
| H Prophecy 


4 6 
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Prophecy of Moſes [1]. Thus, asSt. John 
tells us, Philip, finding Watbanael, 
ſaid to him, We have found him, of 
whom Moſes, in the law, and the Pro- 
phets did write, Feſus of Nazareth the 
Son of | Joſeph [2 J. Which fact con- 
futes likewiſe at once the grand ſcheme 
of his four remaining Diſcourſes, and 


ſhews his pretended chain of antedilu- 0 
vian Prophecies, to be a vain and im- c 
pertinent fancy, which has no ſort of c 
relation to the evidence of the Goſ- c 
c 
| 808 W the * I might. here 0 
put an end to my remarks, and ſpare 0 
myſelf the trouble of animadverting on 7 
4 reſt of His Lordſhip! J Diſcourſes; . ce 
but ſince the ſubject of the third is of « 

a very curious kind, in which he opens  « 
his grand ſcheme, traces our. the riſe || « 
and . of divine Prophecy, and 7 
bers the real end, which God intended 7 
40 ſerve by it [3]; it will not perhaps 7 

] And beginning at Moſes and all the i. 12th Se. ; 
Ho Na | * coin * : 


. 
* 
* 
4 . 
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be difagreeable to the reader, to wait 
upon him a little farther, that by ex- 

amining the foundation, or firſt link 
of his prophetic chain, we may the 
better judge, of its ability to ſuſtain 
that immenſe weight and length, which 
he aſcribes to it. | 

His ſcheme in ſhort is this: © that 
« Man, like all the other works of 
© God, came perfect out of the hands 
« of the Creator; furniſhed with light 
© enough to ſee his duty, and to attdin 
« all the happineſs, for which he was 
t defigned ; but being made a free and 
© moral agent he fell from his duty and 
incurred the diſpleaſure of God. In 
© this ſtate, | having forfeited all title to 
% happineſs and to life itſelf, he had 
«© no comfort left to him: the natural 
lay could offer none; it had already 
* condemned him, and could ſuggeſt 
nothing but a fearfull expectation of 
* puniſhment: all the hope, which 
remained, was; that God might 
© freely pardon him upon his repen- 
d tance; but whether he would or not, 
4 „ natural 
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ce natural religion could not teach: 
« and ſhould God think fit to be re- 


ce conciled to him, the natural law 


e muſt again become the rule of his 


cc future obedience ; ſo that all his 
ce hopes and confidence mult ariſe from 
e the promiſe of God; that is, from 
« the word of Prophecy ; ; for which 
ec reaſon, Prophecy muſt ever be an eſ- 
« ſential part of ſuch a finner's reli- 
$6 gion. n 

*« Our firſt Parents being reduced to 
e this deſperate condition; deprived of 
' all hopes by a ſenſe of their guilt, 
<« and under the terrible apprehenſion 
of the divine vengeance, God came 
down, to judge them, yet with in- 


e tentions of ſhewing mercy, and reſ- 


« cuing them finally from that ruin, 
e which they had brought upon them- 

c ſelves. For this end, the word of 
«Prophecy now came in; not in op- 
« poſition to natural religion, but in 
the ſupport of it, and to convey 


new hopes to man; without 


e which religion gould no longer have 


te ſubſiſted 


[ ror |] 


te ſubſiſted in the world » becauſe a 


«ſenſe of religion without hope, is 
« a ſtate of Phrenzy and diſtracti- 
«on [I].“ 

The Prophecy, which is now ſaid 
to come in, is a part of the ſentence, 
pronounced by God upon the Serpent, 
in theſe words; And I will put enmi- 
ty. between thee and the woman ; and 
between thy ſeed and her ſeed ; it ſhall 
bruiſe thy head, and thou ſhalt bruiſe 
his heel : which he calls the ground- 
work and foundation of all the Pro- 

hecies, which have been ever fince ; 

and the ſole ſupport of religion, in the 
antediluvian world 1 |. The autho- 
rity of it is grounded on the Moſaic 
account of the fall, conſidered as an 


Hiſtorical narration of facts, ſuppoſed 
to have been tranſacted, in the man- 


ner, as they are there deſcribed : and 
the more, and oftner it is conſidered, he 


Jays, in all it's circumſtances, the more 


will this interpretation of it prevail. 


II] P. 53, 54. 67. Ge. (2] P. 54. 
| K He 


. 

He owns however, that it might have 
been expected from him, 10 have clear- 
ed it in the firſt place from the difficul- 
ies, which ariſe from it, yet he thinks 
it ſufficient to ſay, that nothing mate- 


Nia could be added to what bas already 


. been ſaid on that ſubje# [ 1]. But for 
m y part, as oft as I have had occa- 
5 "5h to conſider this caſe ; I have ever 
found myſelf perſuaded Rill more and 
more, that the hiſtorical ſenſe was fo 
far from being the ſenſe of the writer, 
or in any FN, probable, that it was 
_ utterly abſurd. ny . to 
reaſon. | 

..- Lordlhip ſuppoſes man to have 
come perfect out of the hands of his 
Creator, EET furniſhed with ſufficient 
light, to ſce and to perform his duty, 
without an admoniſher at every turn at 
bis elbow [2 J. He ſuppoſes the law, 
which was given to him, as the guide 
of his nature, to have been complete, 


if he had obeyed it, but after he had 
(1] P, 55 * * 21 P. 50. 
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once tranſgreſſed, it had no healing clauſe - 
which could fave him from puniſh- 
ment, till God thought fit to ſupply it 
by the word of Ahn This is 
ſmooth and plauſible, and eaſily ſwal- | 
lowed by thoſe, who take every thing 
for ſacred which is delivered from the 


Pulpit: but men, who inquire into 


things, will meet with many abſurdi- 
ties, which reaſon muſt wink at, and 
many incredibilities, which faith muſt 
digeſt, before they can admit the au- 
thority of this Prophecy, upon the 
'evidence of this Hiſtorical narration. 

A natural law, we ſee, is ſuppoſed, 


to have been implanted 1n the very 


frame of man at his creation, po inting 
out to him his chief good and happi- 


neſs, and inabling him to acquire it. 


And in truth, it is not poſſible to con- 
ceive him to have been placed upon 
this earth by God, without being fur- 
niſhed with natural powers, proper to 


ſupport and preſerve him, in that per- 


fection of: his nature, in which he was 
8 created. Yet in this Hiſto- 


H 4 rical 


. 
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ricul narration, we cannot diſcover 
the leaſt trace of any natural law, nor 
of any religion, which reaſon could 
teach. Reaſon and nature appear to have 

had no rule in the Paradiſiacal ſtate ; all 
things in it were ordered miraculouſly 
and ſupernaturally by the immediate 
interpoſition of God; and the Admo- 
niſher no ſooner retired from the el- 
bow of our firſt Parents, than the 
Serpent ſtept in, and beguiled them. 
Had they been left to the direction of 
the natural law, it would have taught 
them, that the primary end of their 
creation was, to propagate their ſpe- 
cies ; but from this Hiſforical narra- 
tion we find, that during their ſtate of 
innocence, they were utterly ignorant 
of this end; and did not know zheir 
own nakedneſs, till they were: expelled 
out of Paradiſe. + The natural Jaw 
could not teach them, that the fruit 
of a tree would inſpire knowledge; or 
that tie (hnowleage of good and ill 
could be criminal or hurtfull: nor was 
it the light of reaſon which directed 


them, 


[ x05 1 

them, 10 hide themſelves from the fight 
of God among the trees. When the 
beaſts of the eld were brought before 
Adam, that he might give names to 
them; the ſame law, which inſtruct- 
ed him, to give them names, proper 
to their ſeveral natures, would have 
taught him at the ſame time, that 
they were all dumb, and that the uſe 


of ſpeech was the peculiar privilege of 


man, to whom the dominion over 
them was given; yet in this Hiſtorical 
narration, we find one of the loweſt 

of thoſe beaſts holding diſcourſe, and 
debating with Eve, without giving the 
leaſt ſhock or ſurprize to her natural 
reaſon. Laſtly, when the wonderfull 
works of the Creator had' convinced 
our firſt Parents of his infinite power, 
and wiſdom and goodneſs, the natural 
law could not inform them, that there 
was another inviſible Being in the 
world, of an oppoſite nature abſolute- 
ly wicked, malicious; and indued 
likewiſe with great power; which he 
was ar employing, to — 
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all the good and happineſs, - which 
God had provided for his creatures: 
and ſince this was neither diſcoverable 


to their reaſon, nor revealed to them by 
their Maker, how can we imagine, 
chat God would expoſe their ſimplicity, 
unarmed and uninſtructed, to the aſ- 
faults of an inſidious temptor, fo 
greatly ſuperior to them both in craft 
> ES 
But his Lordſhip being Wee 
that the reaſoners of this world might 
break in upon him, and rudely unra- 
vel his fine-fpun” ſcheme; takes care to 
enter his proteſt againſt a certain ſet 
of them, whom, for the groſſneſs of 
their” infidelity, he excludes from a// 
to debate in this queſtion, and 
deſeribes under the ed Cha- 
| _—_y ee 
Fi To ſome didutievers; ſays hej— | 
mi "the hiſtory of the fall would have 
" oi 3 altogether as incredible, tho 
haps not quite ſo diverting, had 
** IE been told in the ſimpleſt and plain- 


"eſt" language. "Tis to little purpoſe 
2 | therefore, 
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ce therefore, to trouble em with an 
« account of the genius of the Eaſ- 


«© tern people, and their language; 
„ for you may as ſoon perſuade them, 


« that a Serpent tempted Eve, as that 
6“ an evil ſpirit did. If you aſk, why 
_ « the Devil might not as well ſpeak to 
Eve, under the form of a t, 
&« as give out Oracles to the old Flea- 
e then world, under that and many 
cc other forms ? You gain nothing 

e the queſtion ; for Oracles, whether 
„ Heathen or, Jeuiſb, are to them 
e alike, they diſpute not their autho- 
e rity, but their reality. This is a 
degree of unbelief, which has no 
right to be admitted to debate the 


4 queſtion now under conſiderati- 
«on „ Rath ; 
Every man of ſenſe muſt neceſſarily 
be ſurprized, to find this eminent Pre- 
late proclaming here from the Pulpit, 
the great impiety of diſbelieving the 


[1] P. 55. 


Heathen 
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Heathen: Oracles, or denying them, to 

have been given out by. tbe Devil. 

Vet whatever he may pleaſe to write, 

or preach concerning this heinous 
crime; I freely own myſelf to be guilty 

of it, and think myſelf ſufficiently 
warranted to pronounce from the au- 
thority of the beſt and wiſeſt of the 

Heakhens themſelves, and the evidence 
of plain facts, which are recorded of 
thoſe Oracles, as well as from the na- 

ture of the thing itſelf; that they were 
all mere impoſtures, wholly invented 

and-ſupported by human craft, without 
any ſupernatural aid or RON 
whatſoever. 

If His Lordſhip had 4 the = 
- Hiftory of 9 by M. De Fonte- 
nelle, he would hae learnt, that Cice- 

ro, ſpeaking of the Delphic Oracle, 

the moſt revered of any, in the Hea- 
then world, declares, that nothing was 
become more contemptible, not onely in 
hit days, but for a. long time before 
him : that Demoſthenes, who lived a- 
bout three hundred years earlier, af- 
2 - farmed 
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firmed of the ſame Oracle, in a pub- 
lic fpeech to the people of Athens, 
that it was gained to the intereſts of 
King Philip, an enemy to that City: 
that the Greek Hiſtorians tell us, how, 
on ſeveral other occaſions, it had been 
corrupted by money, to ſerve the views 
of particular Princes and parties, and 
the Propheteſs ſometimes depoſed, for 
bribery, and for lewdneſs: that there 
were ſome great ſects of Philoſophers, 
who, by principle, diſavowed the au- 
thority of alt Oracles : agreeably to all 
which, Strabo tells us, that Divination 
in- general and Oracles had been in 
high credit among the antients, but-in 
his days, were treated with much con- 
tempt. Laſtly, that Euſebius alſo, the 
great Hiſtorian of the primitive Church, 
declares, that there were fix hundred 
writers among the Heathens themſelves, 
who had publicly written N the 
reality of them. 

Is it not amazing then, that a Chriſ. 
tian Biſhop ſhould ſo zealouſly preach 


up the reality of thoſe Oracles, which 
the 


1 
the moſt learned and virtuous of the 
Heathens themſelves condemned as a 
deſpicable impoſture? But the Primi- 
tive Fathers conſtantly affirmed them to 


1 ee ere, , a ſuperna- 


tural power, and given owt by the:De- 
vil: and this without doubt is the 
ground of that zeal which His Lord- 
ſhip- expreſſes in favor of their reality. 
Vet here a the ſame M. De Fon- 
tenelle would have informed him, that, 
while thoſe Fathers preferred that way 
of combating the authority of the Ora- 
cles, as the moſt commodious, to them- 
ſelves and to the ſtate of the controver- 
ſy, between them and the Heathens, 
— they believed them at the ſame 
time, to be nothing elſe, but the ef- 
fects of human fraud and contrivance: 
which he has illuſtrated, by the exam- 
ples of Clemens of Alexandria, Ori- 
gen, and Euſebius [IJ . 
I chuſe to refer His Lordſhip on this 


| occaſion, to the learned and ingenious 


[1] -Hift. des Onde par M. De Total, vid. Steno. 
M. 


| . f 
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M De Fontenelle, who is a Papiſt, ſtill 
living in a Popiſh country; where he 
enjoys, in a good old age, the full cre- 
dit and reſpect, which is due to his 
great merit, notwithſtanding his avow- 
ed wnbelief of the H. 3 Oracler, 
and the fatal blow which he has given 
to their authority: while the og un- 
belief in this free or Proteſtant coun- 
try, is declared here by a Proteſtant 
Biſhop to be of fo criminal a nature, 
that it ought at leaſt to be filenced, 
and baniſhed from all philoſophical or 
religious debate, His Lordſhip addreſ- 
ſes Kamſell in the next place to ae: a 
ſet of Unbelievers, not infidels, he 
ſays, with regard to religion in general, 
like the firſt ſort, who deny the rea- 
lity of the Heathen Oracles but whoſe 


3 BOT are ſhocked onely with ſome par- 


ticular circumſtances of this Hiftory-: 
with theſe therefore he condeſcends to 
debate in the following manner, and 
ſays ; © I deſire them to conſider, that 
ce the ſpeculations ariſing from the hiſ- 
. * tory of the fall, and the intro- 

| "4.33 « duction 


Tb x12 = | 
44 duction of natural and moral evil 
into the world, are of all others the 


4 moſt abſtruſe, and furtheſt removed 


te gut of our reach: that this difficul- 
te ty led men in the earlieſt time, to 
imagine two independent principles 
te of good and evil; a notion deſ- 
Wh true: of the ſovereignty of God, 
the maintenance of Which is the 
1 end and | deſign. of. the 
6: Made hiſtory. Had he hiſtory of 


e man's fall plainly introduced an in- 


< viſible evil ng to confound the 
< works of God, and to be the author 
2 of iniquity, it might have given 
<. great countenance to this error, of 
ce two Principles: or to prevent it, 
9 Moſes muſt * writ an hiſtory of 


(1 Angels fall likewiſe; a point I 


& « ſuppoſe,” to which his commiſſion did 
de not extend, and of which perhaps 


d we ate not capable Judges; and 


e ſince this difficulty might in a great 
„ meaſure be avoided, by having re- 
e courſe to the common uſage of the 


40 Eaſtern countries, which was to clothe 


[ "13. ] 

ec hiſtory in parables and ſimilitudes, 
«it ſeems not improbable, that for 
te this ' reaſon the hiſtory of the fall 
« was put into the dreſs, in which we 
now find it | x }.” 

-F am at a loſs to conceive, what 
' His Lordſhip can aim at in this para- 
graph, or how it can poſſibly remove 
the ſcruples of thoſe, to whom it is ad- 
dreſſed. To the former ſet of unbe- 
lievers, who are enemies to religion, 
this hiſtory, he tells us, is diverting; 
but to theſe, it ſeems, who are friends 
to it, it is hocling - yet the hiſtory it- 
ſelf all the while is quite harmleſs and 
inoffenſive, if taken in it's right ſenſe ; 
and the whole ground either of the di- 


verſion, which it gives to the enemies, 


or of ſcandal, to the friends of religion, 
lies in the abſurd interpretations, and 
ſenſeleſs whims, which the Jewiſh and 


Chriſtian Divines have in all ages been 


ingrafting upon it. 
I.] P. 56, 57. 
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For inſtance, if it is to be received 
as a litteral, or biftorical narration of 
things, tranſacted in the manner, in 
which they are deſcribed, then the diſ- 
courſe of a Serpent, tempting and be- 
guiling our firſt parents, muſt needs ap- 


ſhocking to every man: or if, as 
His Lordſhip would perſuade us, 'the 


Devil, under that borrowed form, was 


the roll temptor ; this is ſtill more 
ſhocking, as being not onely void of 
all ſupport from the text, but contra- 

dictory to the expreſs ſenſe of it, 
which aſcribes the ſucceſs of the Ser- 
pent, to the natural fubtilty of the 
beaſt; Vow the Serpent was, more ſub- 
til than any beaſt of the field, which 
the Lord God had made, and he ſaid 
uno the woman, &c. [1]. The curſe 
alſo denounced againſt the deceiver, 


- _. reſtrains it to a mere ſerpent, Be- 


cauſe thou ba done this, thou art 
_ Curſed above all cattell, and above eve- 


ry beaſt of the field: upon thy belly 


[1] Gen. iii, 1, | 
ſhalt 


5 ns} 

Halt thou go, and duff ſhalt thou eat all 
the days of thy life. And 1 will put 
enmity between thee and the woman, and 
between thy ſeed and ber ſeed : it ſhall 
bruiſe thy head, and thou ſhalt bruiſe 


his Heel [1 ]. For this being the whole | 


ſentence, which was pronounced on 


the Deceiver, and the litteral execution 
of it upon the ſerpent, being verified to 


us at this day, by the nature of that 


animal, it ſhews, that it muſt have 


been pronounced upon a real Serpent, 
excluſively of any other agent, or it 
could not poſſibly be juſt. But the in- 
troduction of the Devil embarraſſes the 
caſe ſtill more, as it is more glaringly 
inconſiſtent with the Attributes of the 


Deity; which the Biſhop in effect con- 


feſſes, yet, with his uſual dexterity, 
clears the narration from any objection 


of that ſort, by this curious obſerva- 


tion; that if an inviſible evil Being 
had indeed been plainly introduced into 
the ſcene, it might have given great 


[1] Ib. v. 14, 15. 
1 2 coumte- 


EY, "| 126, F. 
countenance to the error, of tuo inde- 


pendent principles ; but Moſes being a- 


_ © wareof this, and having no commiſſion 


to write an Hiftory' of the fall of the 
Angels, which would have accounted 
for the origin of evil, nor being at li- 
berty therefore to introduce the Devil 
openly, contrived, .- for the ſake of 
avoiding that inconyenience, to keep 
him always out of fight, and behind 
the curtain, as it were, by clothing the 
flory, after the eaftern faſhion, in pa- 
rables and firmlitudes. 1 ho | 
No paragraph ſurely, in which a 
point of ſuch high importance is treat- 
ed, was ever more conſpicuouſly tri- 
fling than this: The difficulty, which 
_ His Lordſhip attempts to account for, 
is the introduction of natural and mo- 
tal evil into the world; and the ſumm 
of what he ſuggeſts for the comfort of 
thoſe, who are ſhocked by it, is; 
that it is a point of all others the 
©« moſt abſtruſe, and what gave birth 
to the pernicious notion of two in- 
* EN | «© dependent 
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r dependent Principles of good and ill: 
4 that if God had inſtructed Moſes to 
« give us an hiſtory of the fall of the 
Angels, it would have prevented this 
e error; but ſince Mo/es's commiſſion 
« did not reach ſo far, he could not 
© openly introduce into the hiſtory of 
“ man's fall, an inviſible evil Being, 
„ who was able to confound the works 
«of God, without ſtrenghtening the 
&« ſaid error: wherefore he contrived 
eto introduce him in e or 
é in the dreſs of a Serpent; ſo that 
<« tho' the weak and fimple could not 
«* diſcover him, yet the ſharp-fighted 
« and judicious might ſtill find him 
te out, and be inabled by that means, 
4 to ſatisfy both their own and other 
6 people's ſcruples, and unfold this ab- 
«+ ſtruſe queſtion, of the origin of 
 E: evil. 
% For the at, adds his Lord- 
60 ſhip, was remarkable for inſidious 
e cunning, and therefore ſtood a proper 
emblem of a Deceiver, and yet being 
1 one 


1 118 
ce one of the loweſt of the creatures, 
ce the emblem gave no ſuſpicion of any 
* power concerned, that might pre- 
© tend to rival the Creator. This me- 
c thod has not fo obſcured this Hiſto- 

ry, but that we may with great cer- 
ic tainty come to the knowledge of all, 
ce that is neceſſary for us to know. 
&© Let us conſider the hiſtory of Mo/es, 
«as we ſhould do any other antient 
& hiſtory of like antiquity : ſuppoſe, 
te for inſtance, that this account of the 
“ fall had been preſerved to us out of 
e Soncomaths's\ Phenician Hiſtory. — 
_ & Tis no unreaſonable thing ſurely, to 
“demand the ſame equity in interpre- 
& ting the ſenſe of Moſes, as you would 
c certainly uſe towards any other anti- 
cent writer [1]. | 
This demand indeed is reaſonable ; 
and what all the lovers of truth will 
allow; that the books of Moſes have a 
right to be interpreted with the ſame 
candor, which is commonly indulged 


r 


to 
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to all other antient writers. Upon this 
foot then we will join iſſue, and conſi- 
der the hiſtory of the fall, and the par- 
ticular condemnation of the Serpent, 
as a ſtory delivered to us by ſome Old 
Phenician Hi ifrorian. But before I 
declare my own opinion upon it in this 
light, it may be more ſatisfactory per- 
haps to the reader, to be informed of 
what an abler writer has already de- 
clared upon it; I mean the late Dr. 
Burnet of the Charter-Houſe, who 
ſpeaking to this very. point, of the 
Scriptural account of the fall, lays ; 
Great is the force of prejudice and 
< preconceived opinions on the minds 
© of men. We receive theſe ſhort 
_ « commentaries and little ſtories, of 
te the origin of men and things, from 
ce the mouth of Moſes, without exami- 
© nation or heſitation : but if we had 
% met with the ſame doctrine in ano- 
ther writer; in @ Greek Philoſopher 
“for inflance or in a Jeuiſb or Ma- 
« hometan. Doctor; the mind would 
5 * have been perplexed and ſet faſt, as 
I $: &'x 
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tit were, in every period. by doubts 
ce. and objections. This difference ari- 
© ſes not from the nature of the thing, 
et or the matter of thoſe writings, but 
4 from our opinion of the credit and 
L authority of the writer, as of one di- 
<'yinely inſpired. And this indeed we 
6: freely allow to him, nor are we diſ- 
< puting on this occaſion, about the 
&« authority of the writer, but about 
© the view and intention, with which 
« he wrote, and the clarader of the 
« ſtile, which he made uſe of; whe- 
* ther it was of the popular, or philo- 
ſophic kind: the popular I ſay, not 
te the fabulous, tho we might call it 
« alſo by this name, if we were treat- 
* ing + any other writer, but thoſe of 
the Scriptures. As to the caſe of 
Fables, ſome of them are merely and 
s abſolutely fictitious: others are built 
* on a foundation of fact, but dreſſed 
e gut with additional and fancifull or- 
e naments. There are likewiſe cer- 
tain narrations, by which truth is 
.* e to us, yet not in the parti- 
„ cular 


1 

te cular points or ſentences, but from 
« the ſumm of the whole narration, 
«and the general purpoſe of the Au- 
«thor: and if the narration now in 
te quzſtion ſhould be ranked by any 
«one in this claſs, with due ref] 
te had to the name and honor of the 
« writer, I ſhall not be againſt it | x ].” 

We ſee here, what ſort of character 
this very able and ingenious writer aſ- 
cribes to the Hiſtory of the fall, when 
conſidered abſtractedly from the autho- 
rity of Moſes, The. Biſhop on the 
other hand is extremely ſhy, of decla- 
ring his opinion concerning the proper 
claſs or ſpecies of writing in which it 
may be ranked, and avoids to give any 
explicit definition of it, or to tell us, 
of what kind he takes it to be, whe- 
ther of the litteral, the parabolical, 
the allegorical; or the fabulous; nay, 
he ſpeaks of it on all occaſions, ſo ob- 
ſcurely and equivocally, as if he meant, 
ee 


1 
to leave himſelf at liberty to take it in 
any of them, which may beſt ſuit his 
own ſyſtem; or in all of them rather 
in their turns, by applying one kind of 
it to one part, and a different one to 
another. He pronounces it, in the 
firſt place, to be an Hiftorical narra- 
tion: which leads us to expect nothing 
tſtom it but the litteral ſenſe : yet he 
1 informs us, in the next page, how Mo- 
ſes, for certain reaſons, choſe to cloath 
it in parables and fimilitudes, after the 
manner of the Eaſtern writers | 1 ]. 
Then he returns preſently to the letter, 
and ſays, that there were four perſons 
evidently concerned in the ftory, the 
man, the woman, the perſon repreſent- 
ed by the Serpent, and God : that the 
three firſt were fanding before God, to 
receive ſemence for their diſobedience ; 
that the judgment was awfull and ſe- 
ere; the woman doomed to ſorrow in 
conception ; the man to ſorrow and tra- 


wel all the days of bis life; and the 


a 
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ground itſelf curſed for their ſale— 
that upon the Serpent alſo, this curſe 
was pronounced; upon thy belly ſhalt 
thou go, and duſt ſhall thou eat all the 
days of thy life: and I will put en- 
mity between thee and the woman, and 
between thy ſeed and her ſeed, it 
l bruiſe thy head, and thou ſhalt 
— 47 40 [1]. Vet after 3 
ſuppoſed all this to have been litteral- 
ly tranſacted, in the very manner, in 
which it is deſcribed ; he procedes a- 
gain, to laugh at the litteral ſenſe, as 
contradictory to common ſenſe ; and 
declares the language of this Prophecy, 

or curſe upon the Serpent, r be in part 
metaphorical | 2 |. | 

__ + This is the whole, which he has 
thought fit to declare, concerning the 
ſtile and nature of the Moſaic ac- 
count; that it is Hiftorical, but cloath- 
ed in parables and fimilitudes, and in 
ſome part metaphorical. Now what 
idea any other reader may form, from 
ſuch a deſcription, I know not; for 


Ii] P. 58, 60, & [2] P. 65 
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my part, I can form none: and tho 
he has jumbled hiftory, parable, fimili- 
| Zude, and metaphor, into the oompoſi- 
tion of this narratiye, it is certain, that 
if thoſe terms be taken ſtrictly, it will 
be difficult to diſcover any one of them 
in it ; but on the contrary, every thing 
as plain and litteral, as language can 
make it. The man, the woman and 
the Serpent are declared to be perſonal- 
ly ftanding before God in Paradiſe . - 
without the leaſt ſhadow of any fimili- 
tude, metaphor, compariſon or allufion 
to any other being whatſoever: yet we 
cannot properly call it a parable ; for 
tho a parable be a mere fiction, it is 
defined to be of ſuch a fort, as muſt 
always be probable, or what might poſ- 
ſübly be true: nor can it be an hiſtory, 
for tho it be a plain deſcription of facts, 
yet they are all apparently fictitious, 
and impoſſible to be performed in the 
manner, in which they are deſcribed. 
What then, are we to think of it? why, 
we may give it either the general name 
of an allegory, by which a different ſenſe 
i i 
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is conveyed, than what is ſignified by 
words: or we may call it rather an 
Apologue or moral fable; the peculiar 
character of which is, to relate things 
and events, impoſſible in their nature: 
which is evidently the caſe of the nar- 
rative in quæſtion. | 
But to return to the point, from 
which I have digreſſed. His Lordſhip 
having ſubmitted the ſtory to our exa- 
mination, abſtractedly from the autho- 
rity of Moſes, or as grounded onely on 
the teſtimony of any other antient wri- 
ter, proceeds, like an able Advocate, 
to lay it before us, in the moſt advan- 
tageous light. He obſerves, © that if 
«© the man and the woman, who were 
ee ſtanding before God under the con- 
4 viction pn their guilt, had been left 
* to undergo the ſeverity of their ſen- 
* tence, without any ſource of hope 
oy 1 OT comfort remaining to them, that 
< would have made them deſ perate, and 
6c extinguiſhed all ſenſe of religion i in 
te them, as taking themſelves to be ut- 
© terly rejected by their Maker: but 


c that 
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chat God came down in mercy, as 
well as judgement, and with a pur- 
' «© poſe, not onely to puniſh, but to 
- © reſtore man: which purpoſe was fig- 
&* nifted, by the curſe pronounced up- 
«on the Serpent, or the Deceiver, and 
< eſpecially by that part, in which it is 
« declared, for the ſeed of the woman 
«* fhould bridfe the Serpent's head. That 
Lit was abſolutely neceſſary, to com- 
“ municate fo much hope to them, as 
“might be a rational foundation, for 
their future endeavours to reconcile 
«© themſelves to God by a better obedi- 
« ence. And it was neceſſary alſo to 
© the ſtate of the world and the condi- 
tion of religion, which could not 
* poſſibly have been ſupported with- 
„gut the communication of ſuch 
hopes, that they could not but con- 
s ceive theſe hopes, when they heard 
c from the mouth of God, that the 
e Serpent's victory was not complete 
even over themſelves; but that they 
and their poſterity ſhould be inabled 
to conteſt his Empire ; and tho 
FC | cc they 
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« they. were to ſuffer much in the ſtrug- 
« ole, ſhould finally prevail and ruiſe 
&« his head, and deliver themſelves from 
e his power and dominion [I]. 

In this ſtate of the caſe, the Biſhop 
ſuppoſes all the while, that the Devil 
was the real deceiver, under the bor- 
rowed form of the Serpent ; which, 
tho Adam and Eve did not then un- 
derſtand, they might however, have 
ſome- reaſon to ſuſpe& ; for they had 


found the Serpent by experience, to be 


an enemy to God, and to man; and the 
great Author of iniquity in the world, 
who was able to debaſe the nobleſt work 
of the creation ; yet, by the curſe and 
puniſhment inflicted upon him, they 
ſaw, that God was ſtill his ſuperior, 
and conſequently, that there was no 
evil Being, which could rival the power 
of the Creator: thus he condemnation 
of the Serpent, as his Lordſhip ſays, 
was the maintenance of God's ſupre- 
macy, and the divine Prophecy, which 


was declared by it, became a freſh 
x C51 P6064 


ſource 


n 
| fource of * and comfort, and reli- 
ion to our firſt Parents under the mi- 

22 of their fall. 


| "Fr us now then take a review of th | 
ſtory, agreeably to his own demand, 


f as if it had been told to us by "Fey 


atho. And in this way of conſidering 
it, the firſt reflection, which would oc- 
cur,” is, that it was not poſſible for any 
mortal, to give an Hiſtorical narration 
of the events therein repreſented; or 
to deſcribe the particular manner, or- 
der, and time in which, or the mate- 
rials, out of which this world, and 
its principal inhabitant, man, were 
formed. We ſhould apply preſently to 
ſuch a writer, what was ſaid by God to 
Job, where waſt. thou, when ¶ laid the 
Foundations of the. earth ? atclars, if 
thou haſt underftanding,” &c. [1]. And 
ſhould think the ſame of him, which 

Fob confeſſes of himſelf, char be had 
' - 4ttered, what he under flood not; things 
| 66 him, Which be know 
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not [1]. - We ſhould conclude at once, 
that the whole, which the wiſeſt of men 
could write on ſuch a ſubject, muſt be 


the mere effect of fancy and invention; 


or an attempt to inculcate ſome moral 
truth, where phyſical truth was not to 
be had. 

It may be ſaid perhaps, that an ac- 


count of man's fall might have been de- 
livered by Adam to his poſterity, and 


tranſmitted from hand to hand through 
the ſucceeding ages, by the pious an 
faithfull of the antient world. But 
this will be of no weight with inquiſt- 
tive men: who know from all experi- 
ence, that the teſtimony of tradition is 
of all others the moſt fallacious, and 


ever found the moſt fabulous, in pro- 


portion. as it is antient. They know, 
that, in the preſent ſtate of mankind, 
how much ſoever poliſhed by arts and 


ſciences, there is not a ſingle nation, 
which can trace any probable tradition 
of ir s own origin, or give any ſatiſ- 


[1] Job xlii. 3. 
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- fſaory account of it's lite, beyond 
a few of theſe later centuries : they 

8 * think it therefore ridiculous to 
imagine, that after an interval of near 
three thouſand years, a preciſe account 
could be given of a perſonal} confe- 
rence between God, the man, the woman 
and the Serpent, in paradi iſe ; the ſi- 
tuation of which place has never been 
known to the world, after the moſt di- 
ligent inquiry, to this very day. Thus 
from the nature of the ſtory itſelf, if 
it had been told to us by any one, but 
Moſes, we ſhbuld readily conclude, 
that no writer whatſoever could be ſo 
ſufficiently informed: of it, as to be a- 
ble to give an Hiſlorical narration of i 4 | 
or could have authority enough, | 
make it paſs for ſuch, with any oy 
ous reader : and we ſhould pronounce 
A therefore at once, to be one of thoſe 
Antient Apolog wes or Moral Fables, by 
- 6h the Sages of the Eaſtern coun- 
tries, "uſed to inſtruct their people in 
the general principles of religion and 
n, and attempt to illuſtrate the 
origin 
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orig rin and nature of theſe worldly 


thinks. 

For if we ſuppoſe : any wiſe and vir- 
tuous man of thole early ages, to have 
projected a ſcheme, to reform the ge- 
neral corruption and degeneracy of 
manners, which he obſerved to prevail 
in the world, by infuſing into his fel- 
low creatures a ſenſe of duty and reli- 
gion, proper to their nature, and con- 
ducive to their happineſs, he could not 
take any method ſo effectual, as to per- 


ſuade them in the firſt place, that this 


world, and all things in it derived their 


„ e from a Creator, who alone 


was without beginning or end of days: 
that the Creator had given a being to man, 
for the ſake of communicating happineſs 
to him, and made him capable of ac- 
quiring and preſerving it, by his own 
ſtrength ; but that man, deviating from 


the law of his nature, and the gui- 
dance of his reaſon, and giving himſelf 


up to the rule of his ho ſts, and appetites, 
had debaſed the dignity of his nature; 
levelled himſelf, as it were, to the c ea 
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Anion of the brutes; incurred the dif- 
pleaſure of His g and render- 
ed himſelf obnoxious to puniſhment ; 
without any nee of recovering the 
divine favor, for reſtoring himſelf to 
his original happineſs but by deſerting 
that beſtial rule of ſenſual; pleaſure, 
which had beguiled him into a "Nat of 
guilt and miſer | 
Theſe are the fundamental points of 
all religion, and of N belief, 
for the reformation of a de praved 
world: and theſt are clearly _ 
| ted, to the level eren of all capacities, 
by the fiory now- before us, if conſi- 
dered in r character, in which it 
would certainly have been propoſed, by 
every antient writer of the eaſtern 
world; that is, as one of thoſe in- 
Arustirt ant moral fictions, to which 
ve may give the name of Apologue, or 
Fable, on allegory, or of any thing ra- 
ther, than of an Hiiſlorical narration, 
. want which it is utterly incompatible. 
This, I fay, is what we ſhould judge 
of it, if it had come from Sele 
33 L We | 
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We could not avoid ſeeing the inten- 
tion of the writer, in imagining man 
to have been formed out of be duft of 
the earth ; and the woman, out of he 
716 Aman; in placing them, while 
they continued innocent, in a Para- 
diſe, ſtored with every thing proper to 
ſupport and perpetuate their happineſs: 

we ſhould perceive this paradiſe, to be 
nothing elſe but a fancifull Scene, a- 
bounding with fruits, which had no 
exiftence in nature, and planted in a part 
of the Eaſt, which no geography could 
ever mark out upon the face of this Globe: 

we ſhould ſee alſo, that the ſubtil diſ- 
- courſe of the Serpent, which beguiled Eve, 
could mean nothing elſe but the tempting 
ſuggeſtions of luſt and ſenſual appetite, of 
which the Serpent was the emblem; and 
that their expulſion out of paradiſe point- 
ed out the natural effects of ſin and guilt, 

in depriving man of his happineſs, and 
plunging him into miſery, ſorrow, and 
death. Which account of the matter is 
no other, than what St. James himſelf 
gives of the natural method, by which 


men are uſually beguiled to debaſe the 


ä purity 
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git * their nature; where he ſays; 


that, every. man is tempted, when He is 


draun away and enticed by bis own luſt : 
and that tuft, uben it has conceived, 
bringeth forth Sin; and Sin, when. it is 
cop den, bringeth forth: death | 1 J. 

This way of inculcating a notion of 
the fall, or lapſed tate of man, is per- 


ſectly pombe to the genius of the 


Eaſtern writers; and as the moral of 


it is plain nd obvious, ſo it is the 


onely way of inculcating it, which 


mere reaſon could ſuggeſt to any wri- 
ter. And by the ſame fable, the Au- 
thor meant 9 ids doubt, to account 
alſo after the Eaſtern 1M for the 


abject ſtate of the Serpentine race, now 


creeping upon its belly, licking. the duſt, 


and in (perpetual bolility with man, 


12vhoſe heel it ſometimes bites, while 


man more frequently finds means 70 


buruiſe his bead. For the curſe upon 


the Serpent, inſtead of containing any 


divine prophecy, | ſeems to carry no- 


| ding more, in it, according to all ra- 
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tional interpretation, than a fancifull 
ſolution of the cauſe and origin of the 


| preſent odious nature of that beaſt, 


agreeable to the manner of aged an- 


tient Sages. 
But after all; I freely remit to His 
Lordſhip all the advantage, which I 


might draw from his conceſſion of 


conſidering this ſtory abſtractedly from 
the authority of Moſes. | 1 will grant 


it to come from Moſes, and that Mo- 
fes was commiſſioned by God to write 
it: yet this makes no difference in 


the caſe, becauſe the matter of the 


ſtory, whether it be inſpired or not, is 
abſolutely inconſiſtent with the cha- 
racter of an hiſtorical narration, and 
muſt ever convince all, who conſider 
it without prejudice, that it is wholly 
fabulous or allegorical: and that Mo- 
ess commiſſion was accommodated 
on this occaſion, as it is allowed to 
have been on many others, to the 
prevailing taſt and cuſtoms of the na- 
tions around him; among whom the 
_ method of inſtructing or incul- 
Wi" K 4 cating 
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cating truths, eſpecially thoſe of a 
ſublime and theological kind, was by 
fables and allegories, which conveyed 
a ſummary notion of the doctrine pro- 
ſed to be taught, by a way the moſt 
Reiling and entertaining to the gene- 
rality of mankind. 
Thus the plantation of a l 0 
Tor the habitation of man; zhe tree 
ef life, and the tree of knowledge of 
and evil in the midſt of it; the 
expul, him out of it after bis 
_— n and * 5 foord, 
placed as a guard to it; Gad coming 
down to wall in it, in the cool of: the 
gay; Adam hiding bimſelf among the 
rrtes from the fight of God; the di- 
courſe of tbe Serpent; and the curſe 
ounced upon him by God, and uf 
on the ground alſo itſelf; muſt all 
confider'd as a mere Eaſtern fable, 
from which no other leſſon or doc- 
rine can be inferred,” than what I have 
already mrimmmed; that this world was 
-created by God; and that man was 
* as long as he continued 


innocent, 


Foy? 


innocent, but forfeited his happineſs, and 


became wretched and miſerable, as ſoon 
as he became a willful and habitual 
ſinner. This, I ſay, is the whole, 
which we can rationally collect from 


the Moſaic account of the fall; but to 


draw divine and litteral -prophecies out 


of a mere fable, and to treat it as the 
ſupport of all religion in the Antedi- 


luvian world, and the foundation of all 
the prophetic evidence, which the Chri- 


ſtian religion has to depend upon, is 
more likely to weaken than con- 
firm the authority of Chriſtianity; 
and deſerves rather to be ranked among 
the dreams of Viſionaries and Enthu- 
fiaſts, than conſidered, as the ſuggeſ- 
tion of ſober ſenſe and reaſon. 


In converſing formerly on this ſub- 


ject with a certain great Prelate, he 


faid, that be looked upon the litteral 


and the allegorical interpretation of the 
account of the fall, to be of equal force 
and merit, with reſpect to their uſe, or 
application to Chriftianity.—I under- 
Rood him then to nean, what 1 ” 
«B15 take 
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tia to be the ſole” meaning of his 
words, which carries any ſenſe in it; 
that though the ſimpler ſort of Chri- 
ſtians generally interpret this ſtory in 


it's groſs and litteral ſenſe, while the 


more knowing and liberal look upon 


itt as a fable or allegory; yet both of 


them acknowledge the ſame end in it; 


draw the ſame doctrine from it; and 


conſider that doctrine, whether deli- 


vered allegorically or hiſtorically, as the 


ar d. their common religion. 

If IL ſhould name this Prelate, His 
un J am ſure, would own his 
N WP to be juſtly great with all 
men, and greater ſtill with himſelf, 


than with any; yet when he comes to 


handle the ſame ſtory, neither the ler- 
ter, nor the allegory can ſatisfy him, 
nor any other ef and conſiſtent 
rule of explaning it. He cannot al- 
low it to be litteral; Dann the letter 
is ſhocking to our Wader nor will he 
grant it to be fabulous ; becauſe a fa- 
ble cannot be the foundation of a pro- 
e which his ſy ſtem requires; he 


9. ä Gone ies 


n 
contrives therefore, to jumble all the 
various interpretations of it together, 

till by the help of that confuſion he 
may ſhuffle his own ſenſe upon us. 
And thus a prophecy is cooked up, of 
which there is not the leaſt intimation 
in the narrative itſelf; and which the 
Author of it, Mo/es, has on no occa- 
ſion recommended or pointed out to 
us as ſuch, in any other part of his 
wWritings: yet this is affirm'd to be 
the ground wor and foundation of 
all the later propbecies, which have 
any relation to the Chriſtian religion. 

Io this Diſcourſe on prophecy,” His 
0 Lordſhip here adds a ſummary account 
alſo of 5 ule and intent of ſacri- 
fie; and though the reader perhaps 
may not readily perceive, what rela- 
tion the one has to the other, yet in 
the few paragraphs, that remain, he 
will preſently be taught that there is 
a cloſe connexion between them; 

which the Biſhop opens to us, by ſay⸗ 
ing; that the bringing in of Pro- 
phecy was not the only change in 


cc the 
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4 che ſtate — on, occaſioned by 
„ the fall ce came in at the 
-* ſame mg as appears by the courſe 
| 4 of the TOM 24 a, he ſup- 
5 at once to have been of divine 
-3nftitution ; tho the text gives not the 
leaſt hint of any ſuch origin ; and the 
learned Spencer, who had confidered 
this quæftion as accurately perhaps as 
any man, expreſſy r it, and main- 
tai, That —.— of ſacrificing 
* did not derive it's birth from any 
e command of God, but from the 
F free will and appointment of man, 
ec ex preſſing his gratitude to the Cre- 
“ ator, for all the good things, which 
ee he had received * — 10557 
The Biſhop however having thus 
- ſettled in a few words the diuine inſti- 
tution of ſacri ice, procedes to explane 
the reaſon,” why Abel, F . was 
Ki 8 Diſc. P. 73. 
6 4558] — . conabor, Abelem, Wade, 
alioſque Moſe vetuſtiores, ſponte ſua ſacrificaſſe, adeoque 
Hicxificandi ritum non e præcepto aliquo divino, ſed in- 


» Kituto & arbitrio humano originem derivaſſe. De Leęib. 
Hor. Vol. 2. L. 1x. 5. N. $. . p. 76. 


* 


. accepted, 
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ep, and Cain's rejacted. The 
text informs us, that Abel brought his 
offering of the firſtlings of his flack and 
the fat thereof; Cain of the fruit of the 
round : upon 
theſe following ſuppoſitions: firſt, 
that- the — intent of ſacrifice, 
was to expiate fin : ſecondly, that 
without Bload there could be no re- 
miſfon of fin: thirdly, that Abel s 
ſacriſice was of a body kind : fourthly, 
that Abel came a petitioner for par- 
den, and brought with him accord- 


iogly the proper atonement for ff fon, as 


God had appointed it; whereas Cain, 
truſting to his 3 par 
Proudly, as wanting no 
with an offering, expreſſive * _ 
his thanks and g to God, for 
favors. already received; for which 
reaſon it was rejected [2]. Now: by 


the ſame method of „and the 


liberty, which His. Lord ip... every 
where ame, of ſuppoſing What. d 


. I P 75. 
r | | ever 


which he immediately 


| [ x42 ] 


every thing for granted, which tends to 


0 


confirm his hypotheſis, we may prove 
any docttine to be true or divine, or 
whatever we pleaſe to make of it. 
Dr. Lightfoot has ſhewn us the way, 
in his comment on this very text; 
where he lays open the myſtery of 


the ſentence upon the ſerpent, as well 


as of the inſtitution of ſacrifice, and 
fays; Chriſt is here promiſed, before 
«the man and the woman are cen- 
c ſured. Adam layeth hold on that 


e prömiſe by Faith—and for an out- 


«© ward” ſign and ſeal of this faith, 


c And for a farther and more 


ec expreſſion of the ſame, God teach- 
< eth him the right of ſacrifice, to 


«lay Chriſt dying before his eyes in 
44 viſible figure ].“ Vet the text 
itfelf yields not the leaſt intimation 


concerning Chriſt, or a redeemer of 
mankind, nor a ſingle word about the 
uſe, intent or duty of ſacrificing; and 


[1]. Vol. 1. p. 692. 1 
2 | the 


| Tir ! 
the whole, which the narrative itſelf 
ſuggeſts to us, or the learned have 
collected with any probability -from 
the ſacrifices of the two brothers, is; 
that the different treatment, which they 
received from God, flowed from the 
different nature, not of the offerings, 
but of the men: that Mel came with 
a ſincere heart, and a warm ſenſe of 
his duty and gratitude to his Maker; 
Cain, with an envious and hypocritical 
heart; harbouring vicious luſts, and 
projecting malicious deſigus [i]. But 
the Biſhop inſiſts, that his account 
of the matter is favored by the text, 
where God thus expoſtulates with 
Cain; if thou doſt well, ſhalt thou not 
be accepted? and if thou doſt not well, 
fin lieth at thy door: from which, he 
extorts a ſenſe conformable to his ſup- 
poſitions above mentioned, while the 
obvious and natural ſenſe of the words 
ſeems. plainly to overthrow them all, 


: 


17151 Cain was of that wicked one, and flew his brother. 
I herefore flew he him becauſe his own works were evil, and 


| bis brother's righteous. 1 John iii. 12. 
gy and 
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and to carry the ſame meaning, as if 
Sod had ad: How canſt thou be 

e ſo fooliſh, as to imagine, that I 

fſhould be pleaſed with ſuch offer- 
s ings, and vain offices of thy duty 

© to me, as theſe? Does not . reaſon 

te teach thee, that as long as thou doſt 

« well, thou wilt ſurely be accepted 

& by me, - whether thou ſacrificeſt or 

« not: but if thou continueſt to do 

« ill, that the guilt of ſin will ever 

** lic upon thee; and the puniſhment 

© of it be ſure to overtake thee; which 

te no ſacrifice can atone for; 3 no oe 

60 ing expiate. 

I! be divine acceptance 5 any par- 

ticular ſacrifice under the law was 

uſually fignified % 4 flame of pre, 

iſſuing miraculouſly from heaven, and 

conſuming the ſaid ſacrifice: and this 

teſtimony is ſuppoſed by the Jewiſh 

Doctors to have been given to the 

facrifice of Abel : which Grotius takes 

to be probable, - and Sr. Ferom alſo 

confirms; for how could Cain know, 

* Yi he, chat bis brother's ſacrifice was 

| | _— 


1 451 
accepted and his own rejected, but by 
this fign, which was given afterwards 
alſo to Elias, on mount Carmel, and to 
Solomon, in the dedication of the Temple 
[x ]. But this way of ſignifying the di- 
vine acceptance, was accompanied, as 
the learned Fagius informs us from 
the Jewiſh traditions, by this particular 
circumſtance ; that in the celeſtial 
flame, which conſumed the ſacrifice, 
there always appeared the face of a 
lion: and if this be true, lays he, who 
can doubt of it's being a type of Chriſt, 
who is that Lion of the tribe of Fudab, 
which is ſhadowed out to us by all thoſe 
_ facrifices, both before the laws and un- 
der it 2]? Agreeably to which, Dr. 
Lightfoot again takes notice, ** that 
% the faith of Abel appeared in the 
de very materials of his ſacrifice, it be- 
ing of flain beaſts, and ſo a repre- 
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110 Unde ſcire poterat Cain, quod fratris munera ſuſ- 
cepiflet Deus, & ſua repudiaſſet; niſi illa interpretatio 
vera eſt, quam Theodotion poſuit; Ex inflammavit Dominus 
ſußper Abel, & ſuper ſacamificium ejus : Cain vere & ſacri- 
ficium ejus non inflammavit? &c. Hieron. Queſt, Grot. 
in Geneſ. Op. T. 2. p. 511. 


[2] Vid. Fagium in Geneſ. 4. 4. Apud. Critic. Sacr. 4 
L « ſentation 
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46 
8 Ast of the death of Chrift, 


4 for which reaſon it was fired from . 


© heaven, and Cain's was not, tho 
ee his dry ears of corn were materials 
* far more combuſtible [J. 
Here then we diſcover His Lord- 
ſhip! s reaſon, for tacking this account 
of e to his account of prophecy. 
The intent of both, it ſeems, was the 
fame; and the fir - ſacrifice in the 
World, as well as the firſt prophecy, 
was a typical præfiguration of Chriſt: 
fot whether the tradition of the Lion's 
ace be true or not, it gave His Lord- 
p at leaſt an uſeful. hint, of @ pro- 
dhe ic ſenſe in the ſacrifice of Abel. 
And thus after a ſeries of ſuppofitions, 
deduced, through two pages, every one 
of which has been controverted and re- 
jected by the ableſt writers on the ſub- 
| Jeet, be procedes to tell us, © that his 
interpretation, if admitted, plainly 
6 “ ſhews ; that the true religion, in- 
„ flituted by. God, has been one one, 


"why | [1] Vol. 1. p- 693. | | | 
1 ; > | Fe and 
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et 'and the ſame from the fall of Adam, 
ſubſiſting ever upon the ſame prin- 

6“ ciples of faith; that is, as he him- 
« ſelf explanes it, on @ reliance on 
© God's promiſes and 2 
or the hopes of a redemption by 
c Chriſt, ſignified to our firſt pa- 
<< rents, by the curſe pronounced 
< upon the Serpent, and the accept- 
< ande of Abels ſacrifice. Theſe 
cc. hopes were at firſt onely general and 
“ obſcure, but were gradually opened 
& and unfolded in every age, till bet- 
ter days came, when God thought 
t good to call us into the marvellous 


1 light of this Goſpel 1]. 


To this ſummary account of hi | 


Abet he adds the following ſhort 
paragraph, with which he concludes 
this notable diſcourſe; 


This piece of hiſtory i is all the ac- 


0 chunt we have of the religion of 
& the Antediluvian world: it was pro- 


per to be conſidered, for the relation 


[x] P. 78 ; | ; 
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Shire ie between prophecy and 1 
* ſtate of religion in the world; and 
* for this reaſon alſo, becauſe facri- 

et fice may perhaps be found to be one 
ind of prophecy, or repreſentation 
« of the one great ſacrifice, once of- 
ce fered for the fins. of the world.” 

- Such are the curious refinements, 
which we - muſt receive upon the au- 
thority of this Prelate, as the funda- 
mental principles of that faith, on 
which our religion ſubſiſts. Principles, 
which utterly exclude and throw aſide 
the natural law, or reaſon of man, as 
of no uſe or ſervice to him, from the 
beginning of the world to this day, 
in diſcerning what is right and wrong, 

or marking out the chief good and 
Happineſs of his nature: . no won- 
der, that they wage a perpetual war 
with reaſon, ſince they muſt either 
ſuppreſs reaſon, or reaſon will fi- 
nally deſtroy them. For inſtead of 
recommending a calm and natural way 
of thinking on ſubjects, the moſt im- 
portant, they tend to fill our 8 
Wit 
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with fanatical conceits, and enthuſiaſtic 
fancies ; drawing our attention away 
from the nature of things, and the teſti- 
mony of plain facts, and applying it 
to the inveſtigation of myſteries, pro- 
. Pphecies, types, ſhadows, or every thing, 
which God has thought proper to hide, 
inſtead of revealing to us. In ſhort, 
when men's ſearches into the ſcriptures 
are directed by theſe principles, the 
moſt favorable treatment, which can 
be given to them, is to rank them in 
the. ſame claſs with the vain amuſe- 
ments of thoſe ſimple people, who 
pleaſe themſelves with looking up to 
the heavens, ' not to contemplate the 
real beauty, order, and motions of the 
heavenly bodies, but to ſpy monſters 
In the clouds, or the typical figures 
of mountains, caſtles, beaſts, and 
men; the creatures not of God, but 
of thets own imagination. 

I have now faid enough, to give 
the reader a juſt notion of the Biſhop's 
celebrated Diſcourſes, concerning the 
we and intent 0 7 the ſcripture pro- 


L 3 Pbec ies, 
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pbecies, conſidered either fingly, and 
independently on each other, or in 


that comprehenſive ſcheme and . 
of them, which he deduces from 


Adam. But before T diſmiſs the ſub- 


ject, I muſt beg the reader to recol- 


leck what J have before obſerved, con- 


cerning the uſe of prophecy, as it 
was actually taught and * oy 


the er and e 


if, That, in | preaching: the Goſpcl 
the Fews, they conſtantly ap- 
er the prophecies of the Od 
FTeſtament, ſingiy and indepenident-' 
40 on each 25 to all the remark- 
able chcurftances ef the life of 
Feſus, as ſo many delt proofs 
of his divine miſſion, en 


2th, That, in their euch aud: OY 

_ gation of thofe prophecies, they" be” 
Lan aſways with Moſes, as the firſt 
Prophet, who had fpoken of Chriſt, 
in the delivery of Lon re the 
A R 


2 ken 


ba 

From theſe two Obſervations, it 
follows, that, whatever difliculties 
may be charg'd to the particular ap- 
tions of prophecies, which are 
found in the New Teſtament, yet on 
the whole, that way of applying them 
muſt be eſteem' d by Chriſtians, as 
the beſt, which the caſe affords; and 
that the authority of the Goſpel, as 
far as it is grounded on prophecy, 
reſts on, thoſe fingle and independent 
predictions, which are. delivered occa- 
3 here and there, in the Law and 
the rv oo It muſt be confeſſed 
however, that the Author, againſt 
whom the Biſhop's Diſcourſes are le- 
velled, has alledged ſeveral ſtrong and 
even unanſwerable objections to ſome 
of them, which are cited by the 
Evangeliſts in proof of the miſſion 
of Jeſus, as hem of too looſe and 
precarious. 4, nature, to build any ſo- 
lid argument upon. This His Lord- 
hip ſeems to allow, in his Preface, 


and intimates, that it was this dif- 


alty, which induced him, to quit that 
L's field 
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field to the Adverſ: ary, and to take 
ſhel ter in his Antediluvian ſcheme. 

But if this foundation, laid by the 
Apoſtles and Evangeliſts, muſt 6d de- 
ſerted, and their applications of pro- 
phecy given up as defenceleſs, it is 
certain, that there is no other ſcheme 
of it, which can add any real ſup- 
port to the authority of the Goſpel. 
It is our buſineſs therefore to take 
things, as we find them, and treat 
them agreeably to their nature, nei- 
ther aſcribing a divine character to 
what is common and natural; nor 
_ denying a due reverence to what is 
ſacred and divine. This is what 1 
endeavoured to do many years ago, 
with regard to this very quæſtion; 
at a time, when it was warmly con- 
troverted, and many ſubtil objections 
raiſed upon this article of prophecy, 
to the diſadvantage of the Chriſtian 
cauſe ; on which occaſion, inſtead of 

contriving any evaſive expedients, or 
 fancifull ſyſtems, to clude the force of 
ſuch objections, I thought it my du- 


ty, 


[ 153 ] | 
ty, to examine ſeriouſly and impar- 
tially, what ſolution of them the ſub- 
je& itſelf, when fairly ſtated, would 
ſupply; and to embrace that opini- 
on, which the evidence of allowed 
facts would naturally ſuggeſt to me. 
The ſumm of this inquiry, as it was 
originally drawn up by me, will pro- 
bably be the ſubje& of ſome future 
treatiſe, which I ſhall reſerve howe- 
ver, together with the examination 
of the reſt of his Lordſhip's Diſcourſes 
and learned Diſſertations, to ſome oc- 
caſion hereafter of more leiſure. 
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Additional Diſſertation. | 
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SOME CURSORY 


Animadverſions, Cc. 


FTE R I had drawn up the 
foregoing Examination, and was 
preparing it for the Preſs, the Biſhop 
thought proper to publiſh an Appendix, 
or Additional Diſſertation, as he calls 
it, containing @ farther inquiry into 

the Moſaic account of the Fall, This 

is. the fifth piece of the ſame kind, 
with which he has ſucceſſively en- 
larged and enriched theſe favorite Diſ- 
courſes ; bringing forth to us, out of 
his treaſure, like the good houſholder 
in the Goſpel, things new and old. To 
this Appendix he 3h refixed a ſhort 

Advertiſement, in which he acquaints 
us, © that it was drawn up ſome years 
ago, and intended, as an Exami- 

3 &« nation 
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e nation of the objections of a par- 


*- ticular Author, who is fince dead; 
“ for which dn „ he has now 8 
*© fidered the objections, not as His, 


& hut as common to all, who call in 


« queſtion, or are offended with the 


„ Hiftory of the Fall, as it ſtands re- 


“ corded by Moſes.” 


+ "Thus he artfully | engages Moſes in 
e which is purely his own ; 


and prepoſſeſſes le with a nethon, 
that he is defending his character and 
authority againſt adyerſaries, who arc 
Jaboring to depreſs them; whereas the 
> 1 generally (propoſed on this 
and thele eſpecially, now 


"offered by- my ſelf are not levelled 


againſt the Writings or teſtimony of 
Mues, but againſt the abſurd conceits 
and Interpretations, Which ſuperſtition, 
falſe zeul, er the arts of political 
- Churchmen "have in all ages been in- 

on them, and ing 
pon a Chriſtians as the fundamen- 
ge ie of their * | 


I have 
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1 have already Aden : my opinion 
very freely on the Moſaic account xd 
* Fall, and obſerved; that by con 


fidering it as a moral Fable, we get 
rid of every difficulty, render it wa 
and conſiſtent, as well as ad | 
to every uſe, which Chriſtianity can 

tre from it : and, on the contrary, 
that the hiſtorical ſenſe cannot be de- 
tended, but by a ſeries of ſuppoſi- 
tions, wholly arbitrary and precarious, 
void of all fupport from the text, and 
evidently condemned by our reaſon. 


This, I fay, 1 have clearly ſhewn 
in the courſe 2 the preceding exami- 
nation, and there cannot be a ſtronger 
confirmation of it, than what His 
Lordſhip has given us in this very 
Appendix, by 2 us ſee, chin a 
perſon of his great parts and learn- 
ing, after twenty-five years ſpent, in 
conſidering, reviſing, and explaning 
his hiftorical ſcheme, has nothing af- 
ter all to produce, as his laſt thoughts 


upon 
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upon it, but a perplexed, hypothetical, 
inconſiſtent piece of ſophiſtry; which 
will be intelligible onely to a few, inca- 

5 pable of convincing any, and ſure to diſ- 
guſt every rational inquirer. The truth 
of which I ſhall exemplify, by a 
ſpecimen or two of his manner of 
treating ſome of the capital points, 
which he profeſſes to explane and con- 
firm in this additional performance. 


His Lordſhip begins by obſerving, 
that the main difficulty of the quæſ- 
tion conſiſts in determining, what we 
are to under ſtand by the Serpent, who 
is repreſented by Moſes, as the Temp- 

tor of Eve. Vet before he has ad- 
vanced one page farther, he concludes, 

 #hat a real and natural Serpent had 
part in this tranſattion, for theſe two 
reaſons ; firſt, becauſe. he is ſaid 70 
be more ſubtil than any beaſt of the 
feld, which implies him to have been 
of the ſame _ claſs with thoſe beaſts ; 
2dly, becauſe zhe. curſe 'denounced 
againſt him, is adapted to the condi- 


tion 


— ace 
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tion of a natural Serpent, and of ng 
other- being (x ] 23 


= Thus far he ' adheres to the letter 
of the text ; - which, as all will allow, 
ſuggeſts to us no other notion, than 
that of a real Serpent. But though 
the ſame text aſcribes the uſe of rea- 
{on and ſpeech to the Serpent, as fa- 
culties belonging to his nature, and 
though Moſes, as the Biſhop affirms, 
8 this falt as an Hi 2 [2], 
yet in the very next ſtep, he utterly de- 
ſerts the text, and in flat contradiction to 
his Hiſtorian, declares it 3-2poſible, that 
a natural Serpent could reaſon and 
tall in that manner which My Hofer has 
related [ 3] 


But fince the curſe pronounced againſt 
the Serpent is grounded on the reality of 
the dialogue, which he is ſaid to have held 
with Eve, and is adapted, as he ſays, 
to the condition of à natural Serpent, 


bt Append p· . 2. 1 b. 3. [3] 2 3, xi. 
M c and 
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and of no other being: This reflection 
alone might have been ſufficient, one 
would think, to have ſtaggered His 
Lordſhip, . and checked his zeal for 
an hypotheſis, which aſſigns the whole 


puniſhment to one being, yet charges 
the whole crime to another. But not- 


withſtanding this manifeſt abſurdity, he 
procedes to confirm it, by many grave 


and weighty arguments, which he in- 
en ns 5 | 


dee This Serpent 45 kk, talks and 

* „ not upon ſuch trivial things, 
of which we may ſuppoſe the beaſts 
of the field, (if they have any rea- 
6 ſon) to have ſome notion: but he 
<< /reaſons' upon the nature of God 
% and of man; upon the knowledge 
„ of good und evil; upon the na- 
te ture and tendency of the law given 
«to man. He looks back and re- 
effects upon the policy, in which 
that \law was founded, and the 
at of the Governor, in keeping 
46 his ſuthecte in ignornce and blind 
* * obedience. 


© Gos @ PV 2.1 O Ki TY Y WW TX n 


e 
cc 5 1" PRO He looks forward and 


te foretells the happy conſequences 
« of throwing off this yoke, and per- 
« ſuades the woman, that ſhe and 


c her huſband. ſhould be as Gods, 


« if they could have the cou 


rage, 
. to break through the reſtraint of 


ti this iniquitous wy waar which 
pompous diſplay of the great and im- 
portant ſubjects, which are treated of 
in this dialogue, he comes upon us 


again with his old inſulting queſtions. 


0 What think you now? ave theſs 
« the properties. * a mere brute 
« creature? Or is there any inſtance 
« of an author, who ever ſeriouſ- 
& ly introduced the beaſts. of the 
« field, thus reaſoning and thus diſ- 


« courſing [1]? 


To the firſt of theſe queſtions, eve- 
one will readily . anſwer, / that 
Rech and reaſon are not the pro- 
perties of a brute creature. Vet this 

Dad 3 | 
- | very 


. pent, as the ſole 
of his 3 in * Eve; the 
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very anſwer, Which his Lordſhip ex- 


pects from us, and in which He ſeems 
to triumph, inſtead of confirming his 


— will ever be fatal to it 


with all men of ſenſe, and convince 
them at once, that the ſtory of 2 
talling Serpent, can be nothing elſe 
but a fable. Nor will the anſwer to 
the ſecond quæſtion be of any more 


lervice to him; fince it is certain, that 
there never 1 writer of fables, ei- 
ther ancient or modern, who intro- 


duced the beaſts of the field, as the 


ſpeakers, but he introduced: then, in 
the ſame manner, and made them 


ſpeak indifferently on all ſubjects, ſe- 


rious or jocoſe, high or low, trivial 


or important, which he himſelf was 


acquainted with, or had boron to 
| maionte. 8-16 tow Lot 5 


Fi e unit is curious xe Pe PIG that while 
Mgſes relating this fa? as an Hiftorian, 


aſſigns the — ſubtilty of the Ser- 
ground and reaſon 


s | Biſhop 
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Biſhop, on the contrary, alledges that 


very ſubtilty, with which the was 
tempted, as a proof, that the Serpent 
could not be the temptor. And thus 
he goes on, ſometimes ſticking cloſe to 
the text, and ſometimes contradicting 
it, till he brings us, to what he calls 
it's true import and meaning, which 
he ſumms up in two or three ſhort 
coneluſions; firſt, that the Temptar 
ouſt bs. a rational Being, becauſe. be 
reaſons with Eve ; ſecondly, a wicked 
Being, becauſe be atts in oppoſition 10 
the Creator. And from theſe two he 
draws tlie capital concluſion of his 
elaborate work; hat a natural Her- 
bent, manag ad by: the art of the Devil, 


was the Vie agent or inſtrument in 
l Eve [1 + 


A the deduction of this — 
he has given us the pattern of a proper 
fable, from another part of Scripture, 
in which ' he Trees are * to have 


111 P. g. 
M 3 


Bela a a affembl ly, TR the. choice 
of a 72]: for what purpoſe he 
introduced it, is difficult to ſay; 
unleſs it was to ſhew the difference 
between the fabulous ſtile, in which 
this ſtory of the trees, and the biſtorical, 
in 3 the ſtory of the Fall is re- 
lated. Yet upon comparing the two 
tories, we ſhall find that he ſame 
characters, by which His Lordſhip at- 
tempts. to mark out the difference be- 
tween them, are common to them 
both; and that there is nothing in the 
ſtile or matter of the one, = what 
will prove it to be equally fabulous, or 
| equally hiſtorical with == other. For 
inſtance, the Serpent and the Trees 

e both of them equally deſtitute of 
et are both of them affirmed 

to Wine courſed and debated. But the 
Serpent, it ſeems, talked and reaſoned 
on ſublime points of theology, mo- 
rality, and civil policy; looked back 

into the cauſes, and forward into the 


II] P. 5. 


n ces 
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conſequences of things: and ſo did the 

Trees; they reaſoned on matters of 

the higheſt importance to human ſo- 

ciety; on the chief good of life; the 

| ſweetneſs of a private condition, pre- 
5 ferable to the ſplendor of adminiſter- 
| ing public affairs; and on the miſeries 

of living under the tyranny of an un- 

\ worthy and ill-choſen Prince [1]. 


But Ser pents, he tells us, under the 
fame management of the Devil, had 
, often been knoum to talk on other oc- 
cafions, as well as at the Fall, and to 
give out oracles to the Heatbens, in 
ſeveral different nations. And fo the 
Trees again were known as certainly, 
to ſpeak and give out oracles to the 
antients, as the Serpents : witneſs zhe 
Oak / Dodona, fo celebrated for it's 
oracle, by all the writers of antiquity ; 
with ſeveral other Healing Oaks, to 
which religious honours, vows, and 


offerings have been paid on the ſame 
OS [+] Fudge ix. 8. 


Ma4 account, 
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EY . in Pagan and Chriſtian 
countries i J. Wherefore, as in the 
ſtory of ſpeaking Trees, the incredi- 
bility- of the thing obliges us to take 
it for a Fable, ſo the fame incredi- 
bility muſt ſurely have the fame effect, 
in the ſtories of porang n N 


The Biſhop however” goes on to 
confirm his opinion, by ſhewing, 
e that wicked ſpirits and wicked men 
« are ſometimes called in Scripture, 
« Serpents, Scorpions, Adders, and the 
« Tempo; himſelf, the Great Dragon 
« and rf Serpent; and he affirms it 
to be well known, as an undoubted 
“Fact, that ſince this firſt deceit up- 
e on Rye, the Devil has played the 
© ſame trick over again a thouſand 
. times, under the form of a Serpent, 

* in ibe Eaſtern country, and in 
« Ep pt, Greece and Nome: and 
te that, in America alſo, the image of 
r A Great Dragon, as Garcilaſco del 


(4 Sep my Len Rady P- 183. 


T f 80 Vigo 


which reaſon is 
tradiction to his hypotheſis. Some 


169 

Vigo relates, was found in one of 
& their Temples, as the Deity of the 
& country, and the object of their re- 
c ligious worſhip | 1 |.” And this ſort 


ol proof, grounded on a variety of fanci- 


full conjeftures, forced conſtructions, 
and incredible facts, is the ſumm, of 
what he has been able to collect, for 


the ſupport of his fundamental point, 


that the Devil was the Temptor. of 


| 1 ſhall- now add a ſhort ſketch of 
his manner of repelling the objections, 
apt to ſuggeſt, in con- 


writers have imagined 


the ſtory of the 


Fall to be of the fabulous kind, be- 


cauſe the curſe denounced againſt the 
Serpent, of creeping upon his: belly, 
licking the duſt, and being hoſtile and 
odious to man, would otherwiſe ſeem 
unpertinent, ſince it inflicted nothing, 


but what flowed from the original 
[I] P. 25, 26, &c. 


nature 


120 
nature and formation of the animal. 
This His Lordſhip treats with much 
contempt, and ſays: How do you 
„ know this? who could inform you 
et of it? If you argue from a fact, of 

4 which you have neither knowledpe, 
« nor information, what fupport have 
te you? Will you fay y, that God can- 

e not alter the ſtate or condition of 
. any Being, in any reſpect from what 
“ it was originally? And if we con- 
« ſider rightly, nature is nothing but 
ce the law and appointment of God, 
ec ho is maſter of his own laws, 
cc and can change them whenever he 
« pleaſes, and nature will follow) and 
«obey his commands | 1]. 

He ſyppoſes the nature both of the 
ent and of the woman to have 
— changed by the Fall, from what 
it was before: but how that change 
vans effected, I meither know, ſays he, 
nor fhall inguire[ 2] : in which. indeed 


WW he is in the right, for to inquire into 


i] P. 19, 20. N [2] P. 20. 


f ö 


r 
it, would be troubleſome and fruit- 
leſs; whereas to ſuppoſe it, is eaſy and 
applicable to his purpoſe on all oc- 
caſions. And to ſay the truth, in the 
preſent ſuppoſition, he does but follow 
the example of ſeveral other Bi 
and Commentators, who, to evade 
ſame difficulty, have recurred to the 
ſame expedient, of ſuppoſing the Ser- 
bent to have been originally of an ereft 
and beautiful ſhape, which appeared ſo 
glorious to Eve, that ſhe took him to be 
an Angel, or Miniſter of heaven | 1): 
from which upright and amiable form 
he was doomed for his offence to creep 
upon his belly. ein 


fin ſhall not trouble myſelf, to ex- 
poſe the vanity of this hypothetical 
way of reaſoning, which, if allowed 


| 1 LAT 1 / b * ns : 
[IJ The woman, fays Dr. Lightfet, thinking it had 
wy A Angel, — into K with 
the Devil. Obſervation on Genef. c. iii. Vol. 1. p. 692. 
Nor doth it ſeem at all credible to me, that ſhe could 
have been otherwiſe deceived, but by ſome creature, 
which appeared fo gloriouſly, that ſhe took it for an 
2 miniſter, See Biſhop Patrick, Comment on 
en. iii. 1. 


to 
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to have any force, would confound 
all reaſoning whatſoever : my view, 
in the recital of it, is to ſhew onely, 
how inconſiſtent His Lordſhip is with 
himſelf, in the application of it: the 
common fate of all, who undertake 
| the-defence of ſyſtems, in oppoſition 
to nature. and reaſon. For inſtance; 
when it was his buſineſs to prove, that 
the Devil was the real Tempter of Eve; 
he. declares it impoſſible and contrary 
to nature, that a mere Serpent ſhould 
talk and reaſon ; yet when the nature 
of the ſame. Serpent is alledged in con- 
tradiction to his ſcheme, then nature 
is nothing with him but an empty 
name, from which no certain inference 
can be drawn; as being not onely 
variable, but often actually varied at 
the pleaſure of it's author: which very 
reaſoning, as it is applied by him to 
refute an objection, invalidates every 
thing, which he had been urging for 
the confirmation of his main argu- 
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For let us aſk him in his own words ; 
how can you know that the Serpent 
could not ſpeak ? who could inform 


you of it? If you argue from nature, 


nature is nothing but -the appoinment 
of God, who may change it at pleaſure, 


and has often done ſo in many caſes. 


It is as eaſy to ſuppoſe, that the Ser- 


pent might talk before the Fall, as that 


he might walk erect before the Fall; 


ſince the fame reaſoning has certainly 


the ſame force in the one caſe, as in 
the other. And in truth, if any 
alteration was really made at that time 
in it's nature, it is more reaſonable to 
believe, that it was made by depriving 
it of ſpeech, than by any change of it's 


external form: becauſe the text ex- 


preſsly aſcribes to it the uſe of ſpeech, 
yet gives not the leaſt hint, of it's 
having any different form or bodily 


ſhape, than what it now enjoys. 


But tho his' Lordſhip, when it ſer- 
ved his turn, declar'd it impoſſible, for 
= ſerpents 


RP * 1 
sto ſpeak,” yet it ſeems to be 

his private opinion, that they were in- 
dued originally with that faculty, but 
loſt it again at the Fall. This we may 
collect from the example produced by 
him to ſhew, how ſuch a change might 
be made in the nature of men 8 5 
animals, yet no body be able to tell 
in what manner it was wrought. 
« When Zacharias, ſays he, Fatber o 
« Falm the Buptiſt, was ſtricken dumb 
* inſtantaneouſly, can you tell what 
« change was made in his Organs of 
« ſpeech,” or how this alteration was 
« effected ?+ But ſuppoſe, that the ſame 
change had been made univerſally, 
«& would not the world have been 
<< ſpeechleſs? - And can you doubt, 

te whether! the ſame power could do 
er this in every man's caſe, which was 
e done in the caſe of Zacharias ? 

: A and would not this have been à curſe 
« upon man, as fatal and extenſive 
ec as the curſe of the' Fall was to the 
« n, or ko the ſerpent, and as 
& contrary to what we call the Kr 
. cc 


bly in theſe queſtions was, to 
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e of Nature, and as hard to be ac- 
te counted for | 1 |? 


Now if nothing more be meant 
by this ſeries of queſtions, than what 
the obvious ſenſe of them ſeems to 
import; that God, who ruck ona 
man dumb, might have firuck all 
men dumb, if he bad pleaſed, at the 


fame time; and if be had done ſo, 


that all the world would then have 
been ſpeechleſs : it is wholly trifling 
and of no ſervice to his avowed ar- 
gument : _wherefore his view proba- 

nett 
a tacit inference, which can hardly 
eſcape an attentive reader, that as 


Zacharias was ſtruck dumb, ſo like- 


wile was the Serpent; but with this 


difference; that the puniſhment. of 


Zacbarias was reſtrained to one in- 


dividual, whereas that of the Ser- 


pent was made univerſal; and the 
curſe, though pronounced ſingly up- 

Er. 20.5 © op 

2 | on 
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on one  atiimal, was extended, as in 
the caſe alſo of Eve, to the whole 
ſpecies ; which from that moment 


became pooratels.” 


lle makes an attempt on his way, 
to confirm his expoſition of this ſto- 
ry, by the authority of our Lord: 
and if he could do this, to the ſa- 
tisfaction of men of ſenſe, it would 
ſtlence at once the ſcruples of all 
COhriſtian inquirers. But his way of 
proving it is no other, than what 
we have go ſeen on many occa- 
caſions; any direct or ex- 
plicit e of but by 
Jubtil refinements, or forced interpre- 
tations of the texts referred to. For 
inftance ; © it appears plainly, ſays 
<« he, that our Savionr e tha 
„Den to be the Temptor, from the 
Lo able of the tares and his ex- 

3 3 of it[r}.” Now a decla- 


i would lead us 


r 21. 


8 
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to conclude, that ſome reference or 


alluſion was certainly made by this 
Parable to the temptation of Eve 
and the manner in which it was 
effected: yet any other perſon, who 
had not the ſame hypotheſis in his 
head; might read -it over a thouſand 
times, without ever thinking once of 
the ſtory of the Fall, or diſcover- 
ing the leaft connection or relation 
whatſoever: between them. 


The parable of the tares, as well 


as every other parable recited in the 
fame chapter, is interpreted our 
Lord hire, to denote the bed and 
fuccels of the promulgation of his 
Goſpel, which is commonly called by 
him, the kingdom of heaven, or the 
word of the kingdom: thoſe, who 
hear and receive this word, are the 
good ſeed, or the children of the king= 
dam; thoſe, who contemn and re- 
ject it, are the tares, or the children 


of the wicked one; by whom they 


are incited and encouraged to op- 
* poſe 
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pole the 1 of the Goſpel [1]. 
Now what relation has this to the 
ſtory of the Fall, or how does it 
5 us that the Devil, in the form 
of a Serpent, was the Temptor of 
Eve? Why not at all. Yet by an 
art peculiar- to himſelf we ſhall fee 
him preſently drawing out of the 
text, what no body elſe had ever 
dreamt of, or thought poſſible to * 
found e in 3 to which, he 
amuſes us Bo * een * 

upon „ 4 
221K 8 3 lay 8. che, ce 
4 this parable, - and — it to to God's 
“government of the world——the 
e field is the world, the good ſeed 
ate the children of the kingdom, 
17 the Tares are the children of the 
wicked one Here then our Sa- 
e viour had the great point before 
- 16 him; How came evil into the 
world? All the anſwer he. gives 


[1] Mae al. 24, 25. 
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cc pode is, the enemy, that ſowed the 
ec tares, is the Devil. Could our Lord 


© he ignorant of the hiſtory of the 


% Fall, and of the firſt introduction 


« 'of evil into the world? Or could 
« he forget it, when he was account- 
« ing for the work of Providence, 


tc ith reſpect to the beginning of 
cc evil, that every where abounded? 


« He does not indeed enter into the 


c curious queſtions, relating to the 


tc origin of evil, but he tells us, who 


4 firſt brought it in, the Devil. The 


« Devil therefore was that very Ser- 


e pent, who tempted; Eve; that ene- 
«my who ſowed theſe tares, which 
&. bare ee the world tek 4 


| Here we ſte OR hoes Ant 185 
* doctrines have lain dormant 


in this Parable, for ſeventeen hundred 
years paſt, and would have lain fo 
1 probably: yi ever, if his Lordſhip's 
penetration had not diſcovered . 3 


C1] P. 22. 
N 2 who 
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who has now laſt: ſhewn ; that the 
origin of evil, of all gusſtions, as he 
ſays, the moſt > he xg and the fartheſt 
removed from our reach, is expreſsly- 
taught and explaned by it: that the 
firſt prophecy alſo in. 2 world, de- 
livered to our firſt Parents, in the 
curſe upon the Serpent, is clearly 
made out and exemplified by it; 
and Chriſtianity, in ſhort, proyed to 
al ar old as the Creation. 


| But how much a he may 

plume bienſelf upon this diſcove- 
ry, it is certain; that nothing was 
ever more ned... confuſed and 
forein to the real ſenſe of the Para- 
ble, than the expoſition, which he 
has given to it. He firſt ſuppoſes 
our — ay be. here diſcuſſing the 
great point / the introduction of 
evil. into the world; and having 
lad down this ſuppoſition, . without 
any authori from the text, he treats 
it e as an allowed fact, and 
converts it into an argument: for 
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our bed; fays' he, could not be igno- 
rant of 2 ſtory of the fall, when' be 
was accounting for the beginning 0 

evil : from "5 Fs, be $7 4 
this extraordinary concluſian; the De- 
vil therefore was that very 5 erpent, 
1 tempted Eve. 


7 Our Lord tells us, as 8 Biſhor 
affirms, that the Devil was the 2 
Bringer in of Evil: it ſo, he not 
only enters into the quæſtion, but goes 
to the bottom of it at once: Yet 
we are at a loſs all the while, know 
where it is, 'that our Lo” tells us 
O: for it is certain, that in this Pa- 
rable, he ſays not a fyllable about 
it. The whole, which he here inti- 
mates, is, that there is a wicked in- 
viſible ſpirit ſubfiſting in the world, 
who, by the agency of his children, 
or corrupt” feed,” makes it his buſi- 
_ neſs, wo cus the proces" of he 


Goſpel, and the happinefs propoſed 
by it to mankind: pos how that 
wicked one was himſelf introduced, 

re: 1 Ka 
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and how he became indued with a 
nature and power utterly oppoſite 
and hoſtile to the divine nature, is a 
myſtery, not yet revealed to us, either 


85 the Old, or the N ew Teſtament, 


98 the nz premiſes, His 4. 

| ſhip draws another concluſion of the 
fame kind, and fays; our Lord in 

- this Parable, had undoubtedly alſo 
in his view, that part of the Pro- 
« phecy, delivered by God at the 
4 Fall, Fi theſe words, I will put 
6 * enmit between thee and the woman, 
&« nd between thy feed and her feed ; 
60 it ball bruiſe thy head, and thou 
« Hal. bruiſe his heel, For as our 
„Lord has exprefsly told us, that the 
« « enemy, who brought evil into the 
00 World, was the Devil, he has as 
60 clearly, | if attended to, told us, that 
«the reſtorer . of righteouſneſs was 
« that very ſeed, - promiſed to the 
& Woman, Who was to bruiſe the 9 
60 N 2 * 8 
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1 50 to the oy of the Rs here 
referred to, ſuppoſed to be myſtical- 
ly couched in the curſe upon the 
Serpent, enough has already been 
faid in the Biſhop's Diſcourſ's, and 
the Examination of them : and what 
His. Lordſhip has here added, in this 


Appendix, is but a remnant, as it 


were, of the ſame flimſy ſtuff; a 
fine · ſpun webb of fantaſiical wh: 
and precarious ſuppoſitions, worked 
a, together into ſome reſemblance 
of arguments, whence many fur- 
prizing and recondite inferences are 
occaſionally . deduced by him; all 
which I ſhall leave for the preſent 


to the contemplation. of the reader ; ; 


who will hardly want a monitor, to 


point out the ridicule of them; nor 
will 1 make any reflection on a ſe- 
cond Prophecy, which he has ſince 
diſeovered and explaned here at large 
wich his uſual aàcuteneſs; the bare 
recital of it, with a ſhort ſketch of 

N _ his 


A * 


. 4 th C - U 5 84 * 
His reaſoning upon it, vil be c- 
cat for my purpoſe, | 


| The rrophety. is this: Dan Pall 
F a Serpent by the way, an adaer 
#4. the path, that biteth the Horſe's 
ds, fo _— the rider ſhall fall back- 
wards. T have waited for thy ſal- 
vation, O Lord This ſecond pro- 
phecy is ſo like, he ſays, 70 th: hr, 
in. language and idea, that, comparing 
the to zogether, may reflect light 
upon each. And in order to ſtrike 
out this li ght, he tells us, © that the 
© houſe of Dan were the Temptors 
Fand ringleaders in idolatry to all 
e the other tribes of ae: where- 
6. fore ſuppoſing this to be the view 
ee before the prophet's eyes, he then 
6. ſhews, that as the firſt Temptor 
_ &« deſerved the name of a Serpent for 
te. drawing Adam” and Eve 8220 their 
& obedience to the original law, ſo 
e this ſecond Temptor and ſeducer, 
% Dan, deſetved no leſs to be called 
« a $ Jerpent ang biter of heels, for 
85 drawing 


5 ee deer eee 


7 
- 


4 


22 


J. | 
« drawing the people of J/raet: from 
© their obedience to the divine law: 
for if the miſchiefs brought up- 
* on the race of Adam, were quſt- 
e ly repreſented by the Sexpent's 
ce bruifing the heel of the woman's 
* ſeed, did not the miſchiefs brought 
“upon the houſe of 1/rael. by the 
* idolatry of Dan, deſerve to be 
e painted in colours of the fame 
kind []?“ Then as to the hope 


of ſalvation intimated in this 


phecy, it manifeſtly relates, he 
« ſays, to the miſchief wrought by 
4 a Serpent biting the heels,“ ſo. that 
by being conſidered in this light, it 
affords a very ancient evidence of 
the expectation of a deliverance from 
the curſe of the Fall. And ſo the 
ſunilitude and relation between the 


two prophecies being thus demon- 


ſtrated,, and all theſe circumſtances 
“laid together, he declares it impof- 
a, ible, to imagine any ure that 


£4] 42-=&C, 


Can 
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< that onely, which aroſe from the 
promiſe, that the feed of the 
te 2007072 * 1 the e 
1 ths 


There: are many 5 1556 Alk 
coveries, - and obſervations, ſcattered 
through this Appendix, which I have 
omitted to take notice of, for fear of 

tedious; but leſt the reader 
ſhould think himſelf too great a ſuf- 
ferer by my indolence, I will enter- 
tain him here with one or os" as a 


ſpecimen of 5280 reſt. 


His Lordſhip „ % 5 it is 
the prerogative of the man, to be the 
C HE of . the woman; but this ſupe- 
£-riority is not conveyed to him by 
c expreſs grant or conceſſion, but the 
2 San. is laid on the woman as a 

<<. penalty, in the ſentence pronounced 
upon her by God. And it is n 


[1] P. 
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ce this penalty that man's ſuperiority, 
64 is left to be collected by us{1].” So 
that unleſs we admit his hypotheſis, 
and take the account of the Fall for a 
real hiſtory, this prerogative of man 
muſt be deemed a mere tyranny and 
uſurpation, as having no other plea or 
title, but from that puniſhment in- 
flicted on Eve, by which ſhe was made 
ſubject zo the rule of her huſband. Vet 
His Lordſhip might have ſeen, that the 
lame hiftory, whether taken litterally or 
allegorically, had given a clear ſupe- 
riority to man, even previous to the 
Fall, by the priority of his creation, 
and the formation of the woman out of 
bis rib; on which Sr. Paul particular- 
ly grounds it, Where he ſays, that the 
bead. of the woman is man; for: the 


man was not of the: woman, but the 


woman of the man : neitber was: the 
man created for the woman, but tbe 


woman'for the man [2]. ; 1 


RESTS £13k il 3. Vie 19H £9004 } 
[1] 41, 42. [2] 1 Cor, xi 37 8, 9. a 
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* Ys man 1 all a ro ale to 


this prerogative, than either Moſes, or 
the Apoſtles could give him, derived 
from his very nature, and confirm'd 
by the experience of all mankind: 1 
mean that ſuperiority of force, and 
bodily ſtrength, which diſtinguiſhes the 
male, from the female ſex, and neceſſarily 
- conveys a ſuperiority of power to the 
ſtronger over the weaker. And thus 
this groundleſs conceit, inſtead of con- 
— the Biſhop's expoſition, tends 
rather to confute it, and ſhews, from 
this very circumſtance, that the ac- 
count of the Fall could not be an 
hiſtorical deſcription of a real fact, but 
the mere effect of fancy, attempting, 
by way of fable or allegory, to repre - 
feat the unhappy ſtate to which the 
man and the woman had reduced 
themſelves by a wilful defection from 
the original ne and ee of 


3 5 10 
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There is another obſervation ſtill re- 
maining, on the ſubje& of that firſt 
prophecy, ſaid. to- be contained in the 
ſentence upon the ſerpent, with which 
His Lordſhip. concludes his Appendix, 
and I alſo ſhall put an end to my pre- 
ſent. Animadverſions. He obſerves, 
«© that the language of that prophecy, 
« repreſenting the victory of the wo- 
“man's ſeed, by bruifing the Serpent's 
« head, and the known uſe and ap- 
* plication of it in Scripture to the 
« promiſed ſeed, will help us to ac- 
« count for one of the arts, made uſe 
« of by the Temptor when he made 
« his trial upon our Saviour: which 
he illuſtrates in the following manner. 


The Temptor, ſays he, planely 
wanted to know, whether Jeſus was 
the Son of God, that perſon 

„ to come, and with whom he well 
* knew, what concern he had. In 
« order to know this, he tries whether 
% our Lord would own his character, 


3 ; - 6 by 


1 

by aſſuming the power belonging 
4 to it thou be the San of God, caſt 
* elf down, for it is uritten; He 
all give bis Angels charge concern- 
* ing thee, and in their hands they ſhall 
Bear 2 up, left at any time thou 
*© daſh thy foot againſt a fone.” Theſe 
«words are taken from the 91ſt 
e Palm, v. 11, 12: and conſidered 
1 in themſelves contain, in figurative 
c language, a promiſe of God's pro- 
evidence and care over that perſon 
a to whom they are addreſſed; 
and might be applied with great 
« propriety to David himſelf, or to 
. ®:any' other-good perſon, ſpecially re- 
„ garded by God. How came the 
4 Temptor then, to conſider theſe 
% words, as belonging only to him, 
ho was to be be Sonof God? From 
e the words themſelves he could not 
collect this; but there was another 
ec character in the very next verſe, 
and belonging to the ſame perſon, 
« which he could not miſtake; for this 
E perſon, over whom the Angels were 
0 &« to 


c t have char 


a wonderful penetration, lays 
our view the craft and hidden wiles of 
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ge, was to tread upon 


c he Lion and Adder, and the y young 
4 Lion and the Dragon to trample un- 


der bis feet. He knew by this mark, 


e to whom this whole prophecy be- 
.* longed; He could not forget, who 


de, was to bruiſe his head, and tho' he 


* avoided to aſk our Lord directly, 
e whether he was that perſon, who 


* was to bruiſe his head, yet he did 
<« the ſame. thing 5 by trying 

*..whether another part of the ſame 
$6 « meophecy would be owned by him, 


* as belonging, to himſelf| x ].” 


Here again we are ampſed with a 
fine ſtory, in which His Lordſhip, by 


n to 


Satan, by which he hoped to intrap 


our Lord, and draw the ſecret of his 
Meſſiahſhip out of him: where, tho 
he treats - temptation of Chriſt, in 
"the, fame. n manner with the temptation 


fi] p. 51. 


of 


* 
of Eve, as a fact hiſtorically related; 
yet the Learned ha ve ever been puzzled 
how- to interpret it, and there were 
ſome; as Grotius intimates, both of the 
antients. and: moderns, who took the 
whole to have been repreſented onely to 
the fancy of :Ghrifi, as in a dream, or 
viſion [1], Be that however as it 
will, I have no deſign to diſpute it's 
reality, but ſhall only aſk His Lord- 
, - ſhip, how he can think it probable, 
that the Devil, who appears, from this 
very ſtory, to have been perfectly ac- 
quainted with the writings of the Old 
Teſtament, could be ignorant of the 
character of Jeſus, whoſe perſon was 
marked out ſo evidently, through a 
long ſucceſſion of ages, &y Moſes and 
all tbe Propbets, that many of the 
Jews were able to diſcover and ac- 
knowledge him, as ſoon almoſt as he 
appeared? Dr, Lightfoot, in his com- 
ii Quz omnia eo libentius noto, ne quis cum veteri- 
bus quibuſdam, novisque exiftimet, que hic narrantur, 
Chriſto non vere, ſed Kale pailazriar accidiſſe. Grot. in 
Matt. 4. 4. DE, | 
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ment on this ſame ſtory, ſays; ſiuce 
the Devil was always a moſt impudent 
Spirit, he now takes upon him a more 
hardned boldneſs than ever; even of 
waging war with bim, whom he knows 


to be the Son of God | 2. 


But how probable ſoever His Lord- 
ſhip may take his conceit of Satans 
gnorance to be, it happens very un- 
luckily for him, that it is utterly con- 
futed by the repeated teſtimonies of 
the Evangeliſts; who, in ſeveral dif- 


ferent places, expreſsly affirm, that the 


Devils, whom FJeſus every where caſt 
out, uſed to profeſs, and proclame a- 
loud their knowledge of him, as the 
Meſſiah or Son of God, ſent on purpoſe 
to deftroy them and their works. Their 
conſtant cry was; hat have we to do 
with thee, thou Teſus of Nazareth ? 


art thou come to deſtroy us? we hnow 


thee, who- thou art: the Sou of God 9 
12] Vol. 2.) p. 129. in Matt. iv. 1. Nene 


0 n 
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mas high, or the Holy one of God [ 3]. 
So that Jeſus, as we are likewiſe told, 
would not ſuffer them to ſpeak on ſome 
oOccaſions, becauſe they knew him to be 
the Ghrift [ 4]. Hov is it credible then, 
that, when every inferior Devil; and 
even the whole Legion of them, whom 
15 caſt out at once, ſhould all know 

is true character, yet Satan himſelf, 
the Prince and Leader of them all, 
ſhould alone be ignorant of it and un- 
able to diſcover him; eſpecially, when 
Jeſus had been openly declared to be 
the Som of God by a miraculous voice 
from heaven, immediately before the 
time of this very temptation [x] ? 


In the laſt paragraph of this Appen- 

dix, to which we are now arrived, His 
Lordſhip puts us in mind, how the firſt 
and noxious part of this prophecy at 
the Fall, is fo evidently fulfilled by the 
dominion of ſin and death, through all 
ages of the world, as to want no other 
proof of it's completion. The heel of 
» [3] Mark i. 24. [4] Lake iv. 41. [5] Mark i. 11. 
TY | the 


nations. 
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the feed of the woman, ſays he, has 


been, and will continue to be ſufficiently 
bruiſed, till death, the laſt enemy, ſhall 
be defiroyed. But the fecond and heal- 
ing part of the ſame prophecy, which 
implies a promiſe of victory by bruif- 
ing the Serpent's head, is not to be 
accompliſh'd till the day of judgement. 
Then, ſays he, ſhall the Dragon, that 
old Serpent, which is the Devil and 
Satan, be faſt bound, and caſt into the 
lake of fire and brimſtone. Then ſhall 
the loſs of the fall be repaired, Para- 
diſe be reflored, and the Tree of life 


ſhall yield it's fruit again, and the 


leaves thereof be for an healing to the 


And thus the benefit of this ſup- 


— prophecy ſeems to evaporate at 
laſt into air. It was given, as we have 


conſtantly been told by him, to admi- 


niſter comfort to man, under all the 
evils and diſtreſſes, in which his 


enemy, che Devil had involved him. 


O 2 Strange 


® 9 0 
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Strange comfort, to an inhabitant of 
this world, which could not be felt 
or Wen till the world itſelf 
ſhould be no more] And a ſtrange 
ſort of victory, which left the Devil 
ſtill inſulting, as the Biſhop expreſſes 
it, in all the forms of violence, fraud, 
iniguiiy, diſtempers without number, 
and miſeri es do many, too alfectin 
Zo. be. deſcribed [ 1J. A victory which 
was not to take place, till the ene- 
my had. ſcattered. every plague, and 
wrought every evil upon this earth, 
which his malice could contrive or 


his Powe. effect. 


It is EE alſo, that after. all 
His Lordſhip's pains to aſſert the hiſ- 
torical character of the Moſaic accaunt 
of the Fall, he is carried at laſt inad- 
vertently and by the very nature of 
his ſubject to turn it, as it were, into 
an allegory: telling us here in the 
_ concluſion, that the Paradiſe, .. which 
man had forfeited on earth, my 
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be repaired and reſtored 20 him in 
heaven ; and the Tree of life, which 
he was not ſuffered to taſt in this 
world, would yield it's fruit again 
in the next, and ſpread it's leaves for 


a ſhelter and healing to all nations. 


. But ſince "i has referred us after 
all, for the completion of this pro- 


phecy, to the day of judgement; I 


ſhall willingly . adjourn all farther 


diſputes about it to the ſame day. 
It is that day alone, which can de- 
termine the real character, not onely 


of this, but of all other pretended 


prophecies, inſpirations, and revelations 


of the will of God; which now 
chiefly occupy the attention, and 
conſtitute the religion of all the 
nations upon earth. And happy would 
it be for them all, it dropping thoſe 
vain conteſts and wranglings about 
quæſtions, wholly ſpeculative, fruit- 


leſs and inexplicable: and remitting 


the deciſon of them to that laſt and 
awful 


1 
| awful day, men would apply theil 
s and zeal, to promote and in- 
culcate thoſe practical, ſocial and real 
duties, which our reaſon and: ſenſes 
_ preſcribe in common to all, as the 
chief good of our nature; the foun- 
dation of all religion; the ſource of 
all our happineſs in this life, and 
. of all our hopes in that which is to 


